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September 10, 2007 Norman F. Carlin
Phone: 415.983.1133
norman.carlin@pillsburylaw.com
VIA E-MAIL

Jeannette L. Bashaw, Legal Secretary
State Water Resources Control Board
Office of Chief Counsel

1001 I Street, 22nd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:  Ultramar, Inc. - Wilmihgton Marine Terminal
Verified Petition for Review and Request for Hearing

Dear Ms. Bashaw:

On behalf of Ultramar, Inc., I enclose for filing with the State Water Resources Control
Board a Verified Petition for Review and Request for Hearing in connection with an
August 9, 2007 action of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board.
Petitioner requests that the petition, once filed, be held in abeyance until further notice.

I have also sent one copy of the petition to your attention by certified mail.

As indicated below, a copy of the Petition has been mailed to Deborah J. Smith, Interim
Executive Officer, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board.

Thank you.
Very truly yours, _
Norman F. Carlin |

Enclosure

cc: Ms. Deborah J. Smith (VIA Certified Mail, w/encs.)
Mr. Darren Stroud, Esq. (w/o encs.)
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PILLSBURY WINTHROP SHAW PITTMAN LLP
MARGARET ROSEGAY #96963

NORMAN CARLIN # 188108

50 Fremont Street ‘

Post Office Box 7880

San Francisco, CA 94120-7880

Telephone: (415) 983-1000

Facsimile: (415) 983-1200

Attorneys for Petitioner
ULTRAMAR, INC.

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

| | )
In the Matter of the Petition of ) No.
| )
ULTRAMAR, INC. )
)  VERIFIED PETITION FOR REVIEW
For Review of Order No. R4-2007-0039 ) AND REQUEST FOR HEARING
(NPDES Permit No. CA0055719) ;
California Regional Water Quality Control )
Board, Los Angeles Region ’ %
)
)
)
)
o
1. Ultramar, Inc. (“Petitioner”) hereby files this Verified Petition for Review

and Request for Hearing of Order No. R4-2007-0039, reissuing Waste Discharge
Requirements/National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES”) Permit No.
CA0055719 (the “Permit”) fof Petitioner’s Wilmington Marine Terminal (“WMT”). The
Permit was adopted by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (“Regional
Board”) on August 9, 2007. A copy of the Permit is attached as Exhibit 1 to this Petition.

2. Petitioner’s mailing address is as foilows: Ultramar Inc., 2402 East
Anaheim, Wilmington, California 90744-4081, attenti;)n: Mr. Wesley Waida,

Environmental Manager. Petitioner’s telephone number is (562) 491-6890.
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3. Petitioner leases and operates thé WMT, located at Be;'th 164, 961 La
Paloma Avenue in Wilmington California. The WMT discharges storm water and
hydrostatic test water to the Los Angeles Inner Harbor from three separate outfalls.

4. This Petition is filed pursuant to section 13320 of the Water Code, which
authorizes any aggrieved person to petition the State Board to review an action by a
Regional Board.

5. The Permit includes requirements for Petitioner to comply with numefic
water quality-based effluent limitations (“WQBELSs”) for storm water discharges at the
WMT. The Regional Board’s action in adopting the Permit containing such numeric storm
water limits was improper because such limits, as applied at the WMT, are inconsistent
with state and federal law and policy, including the Clean Water Act (“CWA”), the
California Toxics Rule (“CTR”), the Sta;ce Water Resources Control Boérd’s (“State
Board”) Policy for Implementation of Toxics Standards for Inland Surface Waters,
Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of California (“State Implementétion Policy” or “SIP”), and
other federal and state policy and guidance regarding storm water discharges. Further, the
Regional Board’s action was improper in that it inappropriately applied the CTR anci the
SIP to storm water discharges and failed to justify numeric storm water limits based on any
"‘un_iqte” or specific circumstances at the WMT. In addition, the Regional ]éoard erred in
making findings of reasonable potential to cause 0\1‘ contribute to excéedances of water
quality standards (“reasonable potential” or “RP”) and in imposing efﬂuent limits for
bis(2-ethyl hexyl)phthalate in storm water discharges and for copper in discharges of
hydrostatic test-water, based on assumptions that were scientifically erroneous and
unsupported. |

6. Petitioner is aggﬁeved by the Regional Board’s action because it will be
subject to the improper provisions in the Permit and will be at significant risk_ of
noncompliance and exposed to substantial liability for fines and penalties.

7. Petitioner requests that the State Board amend or revise the Permit to delete

the numeric effluent limits for storm water and direct the Regional Board to require
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ilnplementation of Best Management Practices (“BMPs”) for storm water discharges
consistent with federal and state law and policy; delete the limit for bis(2-
ethylhexyl)phthalate in storm water discharges; and delete the limit for copper in
hydrostatic test water discharges and direct the Regional Board to determine RP and (if
necessary) develop limits using appropriate procedures.

8. Petitioner’s statement of points and authorities in support of the issues raised
by this Petition commences below.

9. A copy of this Petition is being sent via first-class mail to the Regional
Board on September 10, 2007, to the attention of Ms. Deborah J. Smith,'lnterim Executive
Officer.

10. Petitioner submitted comments on the tentative Permit to the Regional Board
on July 19, 2007, raising the substantive issues and objections raised in this Petition. The
Regional Board did not modify the pertinent provisions in the final Permit.

1L Petitioner requests a hearing‘to address the contentions herein and reserve

the right to present additional evidence. See 23 Cal. Code Regs., § 2050.6.

STATEMENT OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

L BACKGROUND
" The WMT serves as a bulk storage and distribution facility for Petitioner’s

Wilmington Refinery, located two miles to the northeast, ahd is connected to the Refinery
by pipelines. The WMT receives and ships intermediates, feedstocks, and refined products
by pipeline, marine vessels and trucks. The WMT includes a dock, two unloading rack
areas, several buildings and a tank farm containing fifteen (15) petroleum storage tanks and
four (4) slop oil storage tanks, located on approximately eight (8) acres. Petitioner leases
the berth portion of the WMT from the Port of Los Angeles and the tank farm portion from
the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power.

Storm water runoff from the five parcels (Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5) of the tank farm

is collected in the tank containment areas and is passed through three oil- water separators

2
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at a controlled rate. Pa;fcels 1 and 2 share an oil-water separator, Parcel 3 has a dedicated
oil-water separator, and Parcels 4 and 5 have a shared oil-water separator. The oil-water
separators are designed to remove sediment, petroleum compounds and grease from the
storm water runoff. After treatment and testing to determine compliance with permit
limits, the effluent is piped from the oil-water separators and discharged through Discharge
Points 001, 002 and 003 to a storm drain on La Paloma Avenue which discharges to the Los
Angeles Inner Harbor.! In addition, hydrostatic test water, generated on-site during
integrity testing of new or rehabilitated pipes and petroleum storége tanks, is temporarily
stored in the tank containment areas during i’epair and maintenance activities, and then
discharged to the Harbor through any of Discharge Points 001, 002 or 003. The hydrostatic
test water, although not discharged through a physically separate discharge point, is
identified as Discharge Point 004 in the Permit.

On June 13, 2006, Petitioner applied for renewal of its previous NPDES permit for
the WMT, Order No. R4-2002-0029 (the “Prior Permit”). On June 20, 2007, the Regional
Board issued a tentative order, which proposed to find reasonable potential and add new
numeric effluent limits for arsenic, copper, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, thallium, zinc and
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate in étorm water discharges, based on reasonable potential
findings for each of these pollutants. These limits were not present in the Prior Permit.
The tentative order also proposed to find RP and adopt limits for copper in hydrostatic test
water. | | . |

"On July 19, 2007, during the comment period on the tentative order, Petitioner

submitted timely comments objecting (among other things) to the proposed limits for storm

~ water and hydrostatic test water, on the same grounds as set forth in this Petition. On

! As 0f 2006, the WMT ceased discharges from Discharge Points 001 and 002. Storm
water from Parcels 1 and 2 is currently directed to the Wilmington Refinery for treatment,
then discharged to the County Sanitation District of Los Angeles Waste Treatment Plant.
However, the WMT retains the ability to discharge storm water through Discharge Points
001 and 002 if necessary, subject to meeting applicable effluent limitations.
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August 9, 2007, the Regional Board adopted final Order No. R4-2007-0039, including the
proposed numeric storm water and hydrostatic test water limits, without modification.

Inits J uly 30, 2007 response to Petitioner’s comments, the Regional Board
acknowledged that under federal and state law and policy, BMPs are the preferred approach

for controlling storm water discharges. Ultramar, Inc. Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth

164 (NPDES No. CA0055719) Response to Comments (“Response to Comments”), pp. 2-3.

Nevertheless, the Regional Board asserted that “permitting authorities may identify
circumstances warranting numeric effluent limitations” for storm water and that such limits
were justified for the WMT because (i) reasonable potential was demonstrated for each of
the pollutants, using procedures from the SIP; and (ii) the receiving water body is listed as
“impaired” under CWA section 303(d). Id. The Regional Board also defended its findings
of RP and imposition of limits for bis(2-ethylhekyl)phthalate 1n storm water discharges and
for copper in hydrostatic test water discharges. Id. at 13, 23.

The Regional Board’s assertions seeking to justify numeric storm water limits are in
error. First, while it is true that effluent limits are required once RP has been demonstratedv
(if the demonstration is performed correctly, which Petitioner disputes as discussed below),
it does not follow that those limits must be numeric; see Communities for a Better
Environment v. State Water Resources Control Board (2003) 109 Cal. App. 4th 1089,
1104-1105 (“CBE”). Thus, the Regional Board’s repeated claim that numeric limits are
required simply because RP exists (Response to Comments pp. 2-3, 6, 8, 9) is incorrect.
Second, the claim that the mere fact of 303(d) listing requires numeric limits (id. at 3, 9) is
equally misplaced, as EPA guidance (discussed below) explains that BMPs are appropriate
for storm water discharges to 303(d)-listed receiving waters.

The circumstances relied on by the Regional Board do not justify departing from the
well-established BMP-based aipproach. In particular, the Regional Board has failed to
either demonstrate that calculation of scientifically valid numeric storm water limits is
feasible in this case, or to identify any ‘“unique” reasons to impose sﬁch limits on the WMT

that would not apply equally to storm water discharges from other industrial facilities. See

-5-
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In the Matter of the Petition of Boeing Company, Ordér No. 2006-0012, 2006 WL 4030793,
December 18, 2006 (“Boeing Order”), discussed below. Accordingly, the Regional
Board’s decision to impose numeric storm water limits on the WMT was arbitrary and
capricious, unsupported by and inconsistent with law and policy. The Regional Board’s
justifications for the limits on bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate in storm water and copper in

hydrostatic test water discharges are also flawed, for reasons discussed below.

II.  UNDER FEDERAL AND STATE LAW AND POLICY, BMPS ARE THE APPROPRIATE
* TYPE OF WATER QUALITY-BASED EFFLUENT LIMITATION FOR STORM WATER
DISCHARGES '

A.  FEDERAL LAW AND POLICY SUPPORT THE USE OF BMIPS RATHER THAN
NUMERIC LIMITS FOR STORM WATER

Under the CWA, NPDES permits must include both technology-based and water
quality-based effluent limitations. Under 40 C.F.R. § 122.44(d)(1), WQBELSs are required
when pollutants are discharged at levels which have reasonable potential to cause or
contﬁbute to exceedance of state water quality standards. In detéfmim'ng whether RP
exists, the permit writer must use procedures which account for existing controls on point
and non-point sources of pollution, the variability of the pollutant in the effluent, the
sensitivity of species used in whole effluent toxicity testing and, where appropriate, the
dilution of the effluent in the receiving water. 40 C.F.R. § 122.44(d)(1).

The CWA defines effluent limitations (including WQBELS) as “any restﬁction
established by a State or the [EPA] on quantities, rates, and concentrations of chemical,
physical, biological, and other constituents which are discharged from poiﬁt sources into
navigable waters, the waters of the contiguous zone, or the ocean, including schedules of
compliance.” 33 U.S.C. § 1362(11). As the court in the CBE case held, under this broad
definition, WQBELSs need not be numeric. 109 Cal. Ap}ﬁ. 4th at 1104-1105. In particular,

‘federal regulations expressly authorize a BMP-based approach in establishing WQBELS for

storm water. 40 C.F.R. § 122.44(k) provides that BMPs may be used “to control or abate

the discharge of pollutants when: . . . (2) authorized under section 404(p) of the [CWA] for

-6-
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the control of storm water discharges; (3) numeric effluent limitations are infeasible; or
(4) the practices are reasonably ﬁecessary to achieve effluent limitations and standards or to
carry out the purposes and intent of the [CWA]” (emphases added). “[E]ssentially, 40
C.F.R. § 122.44(k)(2) allows permitting agencies to treat BMPs as the type of WQBEL
appropriate for control of storm water discharges.” Divers’ Environmental Conservation

Organization v. State Water Resources Control Board (2006) 145 Cal. App. 4th 246, 257

" (“Divers”). The Divers court found that “{BMPs] authorized by 40 C.F.R. 122.44(d)(1)(ii)

are in fact WQBELSs which a permitting authority may employ when it has found that storm
water discharges may cause a receiving body to exceed state water quality standards.” Id.
at 258. Thus, under CBE and Divers, not to mention the express language of 40 C.F.R.

§ 122.44(k), the Regional Board is simply wrong to assert that “for all parameters that have
a reasonable potential, numeric WQBELSs are required” (Response to Comments, p. 10).

As discussed in Petitioner’s July 19, 2007 comments (pp. 2-6), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (“EPA”) regulations and policy utilize BMPs, rather than numeric
WQBELs, for storm water dischafges such as those at the WMT. According to EPA’s
Interim Permitting Approach for Water Quality-Based Effluent Limitations in Storm Water

Permits, 61 Fed. Reg. 43761 (Aug. 26, 1996):

Due to the nature of storm water discharges, and the typical lack of
information on which to base numeric water quality-based effluent
limitations . ... EPA will use an interim permitting approach for
NPDES storm water permits. The interim permitting approach uses
[BMPs] in first-round storm water permits and expanded or better-
tailored BMPs in subsequent permits, where necessary, to provide for
the attainment of water quality standards.

EPA did note that “[i]n some cases where adequate information exists to develop more

specific conditions or limitations to meet water quality standards, these conditions or

I
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limitations are to be incorporated into storm water permits as necessary and appropriate.”
Id. However, in the absence of such information, BMPs are the only justifiable approach.”
In discussing why scientifically valid numeric WQBELSs are difficult to derive for
storm water discharges, EPA explained that such discharges “are highly variable both in
terms of flow and pollutant concentrations, and the relationships between discharges and
water quality can Be complex.” EPA, Questions and Answers Regarding Implementation of
an Interim Permitting Approach for Water Quality-Based Effluent Limitations in Storm
Water Permits, 61 Fed. Reg. 57245, 57246 (Nov. 6, 1996). EPA further explained that:

[TThe existing methodologies for deriving numeric water quality-based effluent
limitations [] were designed primarily for process wastewater discharges which
occur at predictable rates with predictable pollutant loadings under low flow
conditions in receiving waters. Using these methodologies, limitations are typically
derived for each specific outfall to be protective of low flows in the receiving water.
Because of this; permit writers have not made widespread use of the existing
methodologies and models for storm water discharge permits.

Id.

The Regional Board (Response to Comments, pp. 3, 6) asserts that the continued
validity of EPA’s 1996 interim policy is questionable following the Ninth Circuit’s decision
in Defenders of Wildlife v. Browner, 191.F.3d 1159 (9th Cir. 1999), and that the numeric
storm water limits in the WMT Permit are necessary to “give effect to the reasoning” in that
case. On the contrary, the Ninth Circuit upheld EPA’s reliance on its policy of using BMPs
“to proifide for the attainment of water quality standards.” Id. at 1166. The dictum in
Defenders of Wildlife that “industrial discharges [unlike municipal discharges] must comply
strictly with state water-quality standards” (id. at 1165) cannot reasonably be interpreted to
mean that numeric limitations must be imposed, without regard to the technical infeasibility

of calculating appropriate limits for highly variable storm water discharges. Instead, the

2 The Regional Board relies on the EPA’s statement supporting more specific conditions or

limitations on storm water “where adequate information exists.” See, e.g., Response to
Comments, p. 4. However, as discussed below, notwithstanding the Regional Board’s
unsupported assertions, no such adequate information actually exists in this case.
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court characterized industrial dischargers’ compliance obligation as “strict” to distinguish it
from the less strict “maximum extent practicable” standard applicable to municipél storm
water dischargers. The court did not address at all the question of feasibility of calculating
numeric limits for storm water discharges associated with industrial activity, and nothing in
Defenders of Wildlife casts any doubt on the continuing validity of BMPs as authorized by
EPA’s interim storm water permitting policy or 40 C.F.R. § 122.44(k). See 191 F.3d at
1166-1167. Indeed, if the Regional Board’s reading were correct, both EPA’s and the State -
Board’s general permits for storm water discharges from indﬁstn'al facilities, which
continue to rely on BMPs, would be illegal. Obviously that is not the case.>

Most significantly, EPA affirmed the appropriateness of the BMP-based approach in
guidance on establishing waste load a110cﬁtions for storm water as part of the Total
Maximum Daily Load process. Establishiné Total Maximum Daily Load (IMDL)
Wasteload Allocations (WLAs) for Storm Water Sources and NPDES Permit Requireme\nts
Based on Those WLAs (“Establishing TMDLs”), EPA Ofﬁce of Water, Novémber 22,2002.
In that guidance, EPA stated that WQBELSs for storm water discharges that implement |
TMDLs may be expressed in the form of BMPs. Id. at 2. EPA further stated that it
“recognizes that the available data and_ information usually are not detailed enough to
determine wasteload allocations for NPDES-regulated storm water discharges on an outfall-
specific basis.” Id. at 4. Thus, EPA concluded, BMPs are an appropriate means of
regulating storm water discharges, even in situations where the receiving waters are listed

as impaired under CWA section 303(d).

3 Undeterred by Defenders of Wildlife, in the following year EPA adopted its Storm Water
Multi-Sector General Permit for Industrial Facilities (65 Fed. Reg. 64746, October 30,
2000). In doing so, EPA cited the support for BMPs in Natural Resources Defense Council
v. Costle, 568 F.2d 1369, 1380 and n. 21 (D.D.C. 1977): “Congress did not regard numeric
effluent limitations as the only permissible limitation on a discharger. . . . [W]hen
numerical effluent limitations are infeasible, EPA may issue permits with conditions
designed to reduce the level of effluent discharges to acceptable levels.” See 65 Fed. Reg.
at 64759.
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B. STATE LAW AND POLICY, INCLUDING THE BOEING DECISION, SUPPORT
THE USE OF BMPS RATHER THAN NUMERIC LIMITS

For the same reasons as those relied on by EPA, when the State Board issued its

own general permit for industrial storm water discharges, the Board determined that:

it is not feasible at this time to establish numeric effluent limitations.
~ This is due to the large number of discharges and the complex nature
of storm water discharges. This is also consistent with the US EPA’s
August 1, 1996 “Interim Permitting Approach for Water Quality
Based Effluent Limitations in Storm Water Permits™ . . . .
Best Management Practices (BMPs) to reduce or prevent pollutants
associated with industrial activity in storm water discharges and
authorized non-storm water discharges are appropriate where
numeric effluent limitations are infeasible, and the implementation of
BMPs is adequate to achieve compliance with BAT/BCT and with
water quality standards.
State Board Order No. 97-03-DWQ, NPDES General Permit/Waste Discharge
Requirements for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Industrial Activities

Excluding Construction Activities (April 17, 1997), at pp. 2-3; see also Fact Sheet for State

Board Order No. 97-03-DWQ at p. VIIL

~

More recently, the State Board commissioned an expert panel to address the
feasibility of setting numeric pollutant limits for storm water discharges. The panel’s final
report, The Feasibility of Numeric Effluent Limits Applicable to Discharges of Storm Water
Asso;iated witﬁ Municipal, Industrial and Construciion Activities (June 19, 2006) (“Panel
Report”), observed that “there is wide variation in storm water quality from place to place,
facility to facility, and storm to storm . ... Since the storrn—to;storrn variation at any outféll
can be high, it may be unreasonable to expect all events to be below a numeric value.”
Panel Report, p. 6. The Panel Report recommended that, before numeric storm water limits
are estéblished for an industrial category, a database of pollutants discharéed and

achievable pollutant limits for that category should be established. Zd., p. 21. Though the

-10 -
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Regional Board claims that this conclusion in the Panel Report represents an endorsement
of numeric storm water limits (Response to Comments, p. 7), it fails to note that the panel
found that no such database now exists, for any industrial category, so numeric limits are at

best premature. Id.

Finally, the State Board applied its policy to numeric limits for storm water
discharges in the Boeing Order. In that decision, the State Board did uphold the numeric
limits at issue — but did nof repudiate its general policy regarding the appropriateness of
BMPs. Rather, the State Board took care to emphasize that numeric limits were justified in |
that case due to the unique circumstances presented by Boeing’s Santa Susana Field
Laboratory (“SSFL”). The State Board concluded that the SSFL was “unique” based on its
site characteristics and history of water quality problenis. Boeing Order at 6. Indeed,
throughbut the order, the State Board’s insistence on the “uniqueness” of the facility is
striking; see id. at 2 (“[t]he issues address in this Order are relevant only to a unique
industrial operation subject to an individual NPDES permit”); id. at 6 (“[t]he conditions
described above make SSFL a unique site, especially because of its size, the degree of
historical contamination, and the site topography that results in large amounts of runoff
during storm events”); id. at 8 (“SSFL is a unique site warranting thorough and detailed -
regulation. It is not at all the same as a typical facility subject to the General Permit for
Industrial Activities”); id. at 13 (“we again consider the uniqueness of the SSFL site — its
large size, its hilltop location, the significant chemicals used in the past, and to a lesser

extent, in the present”); id. at 18 (“the Boeing site is unique [] from a physical standpoint —

* Specifically, the State Board identified the SSFL as unique because it (1) is a large
industrial site in a remote area; (2) occupies a large area on hillsides with runoff flowing
into a number of different watersheds; (3) features large areas of historical contamination
and development near large areas of open space and native vegetation; (4) could discharge
an estimated 272 million gallons of storm water runoff in a 24-hour, 10 years storm event;
(5) is the subject of ongoing cleanup and groundwater remediation pursuant to the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act; and (6) could affect residential developments in the
vicinity. Boeing Order at 6.

-11 -
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the immense area covered, the extensive past contamination, existing activities, and the

amount of runoff from the steep terrain”).’

By contrast, there is nothing unique about the WMT or its storm water discharges,
which are typical for industrial facilities where surface runoff may be exposed to
contaminants. The Regional Board offered no discussion in the Permit, the Fact Sheet or
the Response to Comments regarding the “uniqueness” of the WMT. On the éontrary, the
Regional Board referred only to the fact that the Los Angeles Inner Harbor is 303(d)-listed
and that water quality standard exceedances have occurred -- facts which are certainly not -
unusual, much less “unique.” Accordingly, the Regional Board’s decision to fmpose
numeric storm water limits on the WMT finds no support in the Boeing Order. In sum, the
fundamental facts on which both EPA and the State Board relied in their general permits

and policies, as ‘discussgd above, apply equally to storm water discharges at the WMT.

III. THE REGIONAL BOARD IMPROPERLY RELIED ON THE SIP AND CTR TO
DETERMINE REASONABLE POTENTIAL AND CALCULATE WQBELS FOR STORM
WATER DISCHARGES
In finding reasonable potential to cause or contribute to exceedances of water

quality standards and in calculating WQBELSs for arsenic, copper, lead, meréury, nickel,

silver, thallium, zinc and bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate, the Regional Board improperly chose
to apply procedures from the SIP. See Permit Fact Sheet, pp. F-26, 28-38. The SIP
expressly “does not apply to regulation of storm water discharges.” SIP, p. 3, n. 1. |

Nevertheless, the Regional Board asserted that it had sufficient data available to utilize the

SIP methodology to determine RP and to establish numeric limits for storm water based on

CTR criteria. Response to Comments, pp. 4, 10. However, as discussed below, neither the

> The State Board also found that the SSFL was unique “from a regulatory perspective
[because] it has been subject to numeric effluent limitations for storm water discharges for
many years.” Boeing Order at 18. By contrast, the numeric limits for arsenic, copper, lead,
mercury, nickel, silver, thallium, zinc, and bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate in the WMT’s storm
water discharges are new in this Permit.

-12-
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SIP nor the CTR was intended for that purpose and it is both technically and legally
incorrect to use the SIP procedures and CTR criteria for determining RP and setting
numeric limits. The Regional Board may point to the limited data available from discrete
storm water sampling events (see Response to Comments, p. 4), but it has failed to

demonstrate that available data are sufficient to determine RP and numeric WQBELSs in a

scientifically valid manner.

A. THE REGIONAL BOARD’S RELIANCE ON SIP PROCEDURES WAS
TECHNICALLY INCORRECT

The SIP procedures apply to steady-state discharges and are based on a statistical
model (the lognormal model) that does not fit storm water data. See SIP sections 1.3, 1.4.
Further, the SIP calculation procedures are intended to control the frequency of exceedance,
and thus, do not provide an appropriate basis for establishing numeric limits expressed as
never-to-be-exceeded numbers. Storm water discharges are very different from traditional
process wastewater discharges, which tend to be relatively stable in their composition,
volume and flow. The availability of specific data for flow rate, volume, and time from
pOint sources allow for an accurate calculation of pollutant mass and concentration for such
wastewater. By contrast, storm water discharges vary widely in their timing duration,
quantity, flow and constituent concentrations, determined by rainfall which is intermittent
and highly variable. Rainfall varies over the course of the season and also over thg course
of individual storms. In arid portions of the state, such as the Los Angeles area, thére may
be only a few storms per year that generate runoff, and the volume of runoff in separate
storms may vary greatly. Given the lack of information to accurately characterize the
intermittent and variable nature of storm water, it is inappropriate to use data from discrete
sampling events to conclude that there is reasonable potential for exceedances of water
quality standards or to calculate numeric WQBELs. Discrete sampling of storm water
merely provides a “snapshot” of pollutant concentrations at a particular time and place, but

1s not representative of the entire flow of storm water discharged from a given site. Thus,
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any reasonable potential determination based on methodology designed for process
wastewater discharges (such as the SIP) is scientifically invalid.

The Regional Board also purports to rely on EPA’s March 1991 Technical Support
Document for Water Quality-based Toxics Control (“TSD”), stating that the TSD RP
procedure is applicable to storm water discharges. Permit Fact Sheet, p. F-26; Response to
Comments, p. 10. These statements are incorrect, as the TSD contains no RP method for
storm water discharges. The Permit Fact Sheet (p. F-26) cites a statement in the TSD that
“an analogous approach developed by a regulatory authority can be used to determine the
reasonable potential” for storm water discharges. However, the Regional Board did not
develop any such “analogous approach” for intermittent and variable storm water flows.
Instead, the Regional Board applied the existing procedure as if the storm water flows were
a continuous discharge. Moreover, the Regional Board failed to account for factors
considered in the TSD’s dry weather RP procedure, including the frequency of discharge,
the duration of discharge, dilution in receiving water and receiving water flow rate. Indeed,
failing to consider a mixing zone in the RP analysis and in the calculation of the numeric
limits, despite the physical fact of dilution of the discharges with receiving water,
undermines the scientific validity of both RP and WQBEL determinations.

Finally, the Regional Board exhibits a basic confusion between the alleged need for
storm water limits and the basis for calculating them. The Regional Board concedes that
BMPs are the preferred approach and that storm water discharges are complex, but asserts
that “the simple fact remains Ultramar’s discharges exceed water quality standards and are
discharged into the Los Angeles Inner Harbor at a time when the harbor 1s exceeding water
quality standards and cannot assimilate additional impairing pollutants.” Response to
Comments, p. 5. However, that “simple fact” addresses the alleged need for stringent storm
water controls. As discussed above, the EPA’s and the State Board’s endorsement of BMPs
and concerns with the use of the CTR and SIP procedures for storm water are based on the
infeasibility of calculating numeric limits for occasional and highly variable storm water

flows. Indeed, EPA’s storm water policy provides that more specific conditions, such as
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numeric limits, may be included only when adequate infomation exists to develop those
conditions or limits. 61 Fed. Reg. 43 761. However, the Regional Board did not address
those concerns or demonstrate the adequacy of available information in this case. To claim
that numeric limits would have value, if valid limits could feasibly be devéloped, does not
mean that they can feasibly be developed, using the SIP or any other procedures, based on
data currently available.

In addition, in asserting that 303(d)-listing justifies numeric limits for these
pollutants in storm water (see Response to Comments, pp. 5, 9), the Regional Board is
apparently relying on the listing of the Los Angeles Inner Harbor as impaired by sediment
toxicity. See Permit Fact Sheet, p. F-20 (citing impairment by sediment toxicity, together
with other issues such as beach closures which are unrelated to the numeric storm water
limits). However, the Regional Board provides no explanation of the purported relations]fﬁp
between sediment toxicity and the particular pollutants subject to numeric storm water
limits. Moreover, as noted above, the fact that receiving waters are 303(d)-listed does not
in any way undermine the apf)ropriateness of reliance on BMPs where numeric limits are
infeasible; see EPA’s guidance on Establishing TMDLs, pp. 2-4.

In sum, applying the SIP and TSD methodology was scientifically inappropriate for
the infrequent, intermittent discharge of storm water runoff to receiving waters with an
extremely high tidal exchange rate. In response to this objection, the Regional Board has
explained only why it considers numeric storm water limits to be desirable, but has failed to

explain how this renders them feasible.

B. THE REGIONAL BOARD HAS NO DISCRETION TO APPLY SIP PROCEDURES
AND CTR CRITERIA TO STORM WATER DISCHARGES

" The simple statement that the SIP does not apply to storm water, in SIP footnote 1,
is amplified by the State Board’s discussion in the Functional Equivalent Document
(“FED”) that accompanied adoption of the SIP. In the FED, Chapter 5.1, the State Board

determined that applying the SIP procedures to storm water would be infeasible:
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Storm water discharges are highly variable both in terms of
flow, pollutant load and concentrations. In addition, the
relationships between storm water discharges and water
quality can be complex . . . . Because of the nature of storm
water discharges and the typical lack of information on which
to base numeric water quality based effluent limitations, it has
not been feasible for the State Board to establish numeric
effluent limitations for storm water permits. :

FED, at V-136. Accordingly, the State Board adopted the No Action alternative for storm
water regulation: |

This alternative makes no changes in the existing storm water
program at the SWRCB and RWQCBs . . . . The existing
NPDES storm water permits contain narrative objectives,
rather than the numeric limits found in the more conventional
NPDES permits. Compliance with these narrative objectives
is a function of the dischargers’ timely and effective
implementation of the management practices and programs
identified in the storm water management plan (MS4 permits)
or the storm water pollution prevention plan
(industrial/construction permits). '

FED, at V-137. By choosing the No Action altemétive, the State Board did not create
discretion for the Regional Board to apply the SIP procedures to storm water, but rather
pre_cluded such an option. Indeed, had the State Board chosen to establish discretion to
apply the SIP procedures to storm water on a case-by-case basis, the FED should have
evaluated reasonably foreseeable means of compliance associated with that option; see
California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Regs.) § 15187. FED
Chapter 5.1 contains no such evaluation, because there is no discretion for the SIP
procedures ever to apply to sform water.®

In addition, in its own review of the SIP, the Office of Administrative Law (“OAL”)
deleted a provisioh in SIP section 3 that would have provided the regional boards with

discretion, on a case-by-case basis, to require monitoring of certain toxics in storm water:

SIn response to comments regarding amendments to the SIP in 2005, the State Board
reiterated its view that the SIP “clearly states that it does not apply to regulation of storm
water discharges.” Public Comments and Staff Responses to Proposed 2005 Amendments
to SIP Functional Equivalent Document, Response to Comment 15 (February 3, 2005).
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OAL, Notice of Approval of Regulatory Action at 5, May 22, 2000 (emphasis added). In

light of OAL’s

authorizing a ¢

Board proposes. On the contrary, to do so would read Footnote 1 out of the SIP, and would

in effect consti

The inclusion of storm water dischargers in this part of the
policy is confusing in light of the State Board’s clearly stated
intent in the introduction to the policy (which is consistent
with the Board’s intent as reflected in the minutes of the
March 2, 2000, adoption hearing) that: This policy does not
apply to regulation of storm water discharges. Footnote 1.
Consequently, the provision regarding storm water
dischargers in Section 3 of the policy is severed and
disapproved.

conclusion, in particular, it seems insupportable to re-interpret Footnote 1 as

ase-by-case application of the SIP to storm water discharges, as the Regional

tute underground rulemaking, in violation of the California Administrative

Procedure Act.

Moreover‘, the SIP procedures are intended to implement the CTR. Yet in adopting

the CTR, EPA

[BMPs] is appropriate.” 65 Fed. Reg. 31682, 31703 (May 18, 2000). In response to

comments on the proposed CTR, EPA clearly stated that its criteria were not intended to be

indicated that “compliance with water quality standards through the use of

applied as a basis for numeric storm water limits:

which would be equivalent to criteria values and applied as
effluent limits never to be exceeded, or calculated in the same
manner that effluent limits are calculated for other point
sources, such as POTWs . ... Wet weather discharges also

occur under more diverse hydrologic or climatic conditions

California Tox

Response to Comment CTR-001-007 (emphasis added). Thus, the Regional Board’s

than continuous discharges from industrial or municipal
facilities, which are evaluated under critical low flow or
drought conditions. If the EPA had enough data to
completely characterize all the conditions and do the
necessary modeling, WQBELs would be developed using
dynamic models to account for the intermittent loadings and
exposures from the storm water discharges. In the absence
of this data, EPA will continue to advocate the use of BMPs,
as discussed in the CTR preamble. ‘

ics Rule Response to Comments Report, Volume II (December 1999),
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suggestions that “the CTR does not exclude storm water discharges” and supersedes pre-
CTR permits and policies favoring BMPs (Reéponse to Comments, pp. 4-6) are, at best,
misleading and inconsistent with EPA’s own view that “the final CTR will not
significantly affect the current storm water program being implemented by the State,
which includes the requirement to develop [BMPs] to control pollutants in storm water
discharges.” Id., Response to Comment CTR-03 5—0440.. In sum, based on footnote 1 of
the SIP, the SIP FED and the CTR, the SIP procedures and CTR criteria cannot validly be

applied to storm water.

IV. THE REGIONAL BOARD FAILED TO CONSIDER THE COST OF COMPLIANCE WITH
- NUMERIC LIMITS MORE STRINGENT THAN THE BMPS REQUIRED BY FEDERAL
LAw

In City of Burbank v. State Water Resources Control Board (2005), 35 Cal. 4th 613,
the State Supreme Court interpreted the effect of the federal CWA on certain requirements
of the California Water Code. The Court found that the CWA precludes consideration of
economic factors in setﬁng effluent limitations in NPDES permits. However, under section
13241 of the Water Code, regional boards must consider economic factors (among a list of
enumérated factors) when establishing water quality objectives in basin plans; and Water
Code section 13263 in turn fequires»permit writers to take into consideration the
requirements of section 13241. Accordingly, the Court concluded that federal preemption
precludes regional boards from considering economics to justify imposing effluent limits
less stringent than required by federal law — but state law can require consideration of
economic effects when imposing limits that are more stringent than those under federal law.
City of Burbank, 35 Cal. 4tﬁ at 627-628.

As discussed above, the CWA requires only BMPs, not numeric limits, for storm
water discharges. The numeric limits imposed by the Regional Bdard in this case are more
stringent than federally required BMPs. Following City of Burbank, the Regional Board

should have complied with the Water Code requirements to consider economic effects,
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including “the costs the permit holder will incur to comply with the numeric pollutant
restrictions set out in the permit .. . .” Id. at 620. Compliance with the numeric storm
water limits in this case is practically infeasible and not cost-effective. As described in the '
Permit and Fact Sheet, storm water at the WMT is captured in retention facilities before
being treated and discharged. Storage capacity is sufficient to handle most storms but,
during the occasional large storm, that capacity is exceeded and storm water is discharged
untreated. It would hardly be co st:effective to comply with numeric limits by constructing
enormous storage facilities to capture all runoff during the rare, 1afgest storms, since the
extra capacity would nearly always be unused. Moreover, there is insufficient available
land to construct such oversized facilities on the WMT property leased from the Port of Los
Angeles and the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power. The Regional Board did not
consider these factors, based on its assertion that numeric limits are reqﬁired by federal law.
However, that assertion is in error, for the reasons discussed abéve. Conversely, to the
extent that the Regional Board may argue that it had discretion to impose requirements |
beyond those of federal law, the Regional Board also Violate(i the Water Code, by failing to

consider compliance costs before adopting such more stringent requirements.

V.  THERP FINDINGS AND LIMITS FOR BIS(2-ETHYL HEXYL)PHTHALATE IN STORM
WATER DISCHARGES AND COPPER IN HYDROSTATIC TEST WATER DISCHARGES
ARE IN ERROR : :

A.  THE REGIONAL BOARD ERRED IN FINDING RP AND IMPOSING LiM1TS FOR
Bis(2-ETHYL HEXYL)PHTHALATE IN STORM WATER DISCHARGES

Thé Regional Board had no valid basis for a finding of reasonable potential for
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate in storm water discharges. This substance is not used at the
WMT and is not a constituent of any petroleum products received at or transported from the
WMT. On the contrary, it is a plasticizer that is found in many plastic products used for
handling and analyzing water samples. As a result, bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate is a
commonly encountered contaminant introduced into water samples during collection and

analysis.

-19-



[\

~N Y B

10
11
12
13

14

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

In response to this objection, the Regional Board merely reiterated that
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate had been detected in storm water samples. Response to
Comments, p. 13. However, that response failed to address Petitioner’s objection, that this
substance is a contaminant of the sampling and analysis process, not a contaminant of the
storm water discharges. Given its well-understood source as a laboratory artifact, and in the
absence of any known source that could affect storm water in the environment, there is no
scientifically valid basis for imposing a numeric limit for bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate in

storm water at the WMT.

B. THE REGIONAL BOARD IMPROPERLY DETERMINED RP AND ESTABLISHED
LiviTS FOR COPPER IN HYDROSTATIC TEST WATER DISCHARGES

The reasonable potential analysis and imposition of limits for copper in hydrostatic
test water discharges suffer from the same deficiencies as those for storm water, as
discussed above. Hydrostatic test water discharges occur only irregularly and briefly
during certain repair and maintenance activities. The SIP and TSD procedures were
designed for continuous wastewater ﬂovﬂ;s and cannot validly be used for evaluating RP for
a shbrt—duration, intenniftent discharge. Moreover, the Regional Board used chronic
toxicity criteria for determining RP and setting limits for copper. Permit Fact Sheet, pp. 29-

30. However, the brief duration of discharges of hydrostatic test water cannot result in

chronic toxicity to aquatic life. If a WQBEL for copper were properly determined to be

necessary, it should only be based on water quality criteria for acute toxicity to aquatic life,
not those for chronic exposure. |

In response to these objections, the Regional Board merely reiterated that the data
demonstrate “reasonable potential to exceed an applicable water quality obj ectivé/ criterion”
(Response to Comments, p. 23). That response failed to address Petitioner’s objections to
the use of both an inappropriate RP procedure and an inappropriate criterion. The RP

approach should account for the intermittent, short-duration characteristics of the
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hydrostatic test water discharges and evaluate compliance only with the water quality

criteria designed to protect aquatic life from acute toxicity.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

For the reasons set forth above, Petitioner respectfully requests that the State Board
grant Petitioner the following relief: ‘

A. Amend or revise the Permit to delete the numeric effluent limits for storm
Water discharges and direct the Regional Board to require implementation of BMPs for
control of storm water discharges, consistent with federal and state law and policy.

B. Delete the finding of RP and‘limits for bis(2-ethyl hexyl)phthalate.

C. Delete the finding of RP and limits for copper in hydrostatic test water

discharges and direct the Regional Board to determine RP and (if necessary) effluent limits

based on appropriate procedures and acute toxicity criteria.

D. Such other relief as the State Board may deem just and proper.

Dated: September 10, 2007.

PILLSBURY WINTHROP SHAW PITTMAN LLP
MARGARET ROSEGAY

NORMAN CARLIN

50 Fremont Street

Post Office Box 7880

San Francisco, CA 94120-7880

A0 A

Attorneys for Petitioner
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VERIBICATION
L, Wesley Waida, am Environmental Manager, for the Wilmington Refinery and

have responsibility for oversight of water quality regulatory matters at the Ultramar Inc.’s
Wilmington Marine Terminal, I have read the foragoing Verified Petition for Review and
Request for Hearing and believe fhat the statements made therein are true and correct, If
called as a witness to testify with respect to the matters stated therein, I could and would
compatently do so under oath, v

I declare under penalty of perjury undey the laws of the State of Califormia that the
foregoing 1§ true and cormrect and that fhis verification was execuied in L.0§ Angeles,

California, on September 10, 2007,

ity Woide



Q California Regional VVater Quality Comrol-Board

Los Angeles Region

390 W, 4th Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, California 0013

Phone (213) 576-6600 FAX (213) 576-6640 - Internet Address: hﬁp:/}www.waterbourds.na. gov/losangeies. Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor

Linda 5. Adams
Cal/EPA Secrelary

June 20, 2007

Mr. David Sanders
Refinery Manager
Ultramatr, Inc.

P.0O. Box 83102

|eng Beach, CA 90809

Dear Mr. Sanders:

TENTATIVE WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS _  ULTRAMAR, INCORPORATED
WILMINGTON - MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164, WILMINGTON, CA. (NPDES NO.

CAD055719, Cl NO. 2165)

We-have completed our review of your application for @ renewal of your permit o discharge
waste under the National Pollutant Dischargs Elimination System (NPDES].

pursuant to the Federal Clean Water Act, as amended, and in accordance with the California
Water Code, tentative waste discharge requirements have been prepared.

Enciosed are copies of the following:

1. Tentative requiremenits, consisting of:
a. Board Order,
b. Definitions, Acronyms & Abbreviations (Attachment A);
c. Topegraphic Map (Attachment B); '
d. Flow Schematic (Attachment C);
e. Federal Standard Provisions (Attachment D);
f. Monitoring and Reporting Program (Attachment E);
g. Fact Sheet (Attachment F); .
h. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) Req uiremenis
(Aftachment G); :
i, - SWRCB Minimum Levels (Attachment H);
j.. Priority Poliutant Monitoring List (Attachment I); and
K. Reasonable Potential Analysls Summary (Attachment J).
2. Publication package, consisting of:
a. Instruction Sheet for Public Notice;
b. Public Notice; and

C. Staterment of Posting Notice.

California Environmental Protection Agency

T
% Recycled Paper
Owr mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California 's yontar rescurces for the benefit of present and future generations.



Mr. David Sanders -2- June 20, 2007

Ultramar [ne.
Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 164

In accordance with administrative procedures, this Board at a public hearing to be held on
August 9, 2007, at 9:00 AM., at Metropolitan Water District of Southern Califarnia, 700 North
Alameda Street, Los Angeles, California, will consider the enclosed tentative requiremnents and
comments submitted in writing regarding ary and all portions thereof. The Board will hear any
testimony pertinent to this discharge and the tentative requirements. 1t is expected that the
Roard will fake action af the hearing; however, 25 testimony indicates, the Board, at its

discretion, may order further investigation.

Written comments regarding this tentative Order must be submitted to the Regional Water
Board staff no later than 5 p.m. on July 19, 2007, in order fo be evaluated by Board staff and
included in the Board's agenda folder. Timely submittal of written commenis 18 encouraged
to ensure that all comments are accurately and fully included in the administrative record,
that Board staff is able to provide timely review, and that Regional Water Board mambers
have suficient time to give full consideration to the comments and issues raised. The
Regional Water Board chair may exclude from the record written materials received after this

date. (See Cal. Code Regs., fit. 23, § 648.4.).

With respect to the public notices, in accordance with the Federal Clean Water Act, as
amended, and the California Code of Regulations, you are required to follow the enclosed
insiructions for publication or posting of the notice not iater than June 25, 2007.

Failure 1o publish or post the notice by the above date will force us to reschedule this item fora
later hearing and will require the publication or posting of a second notice. Please notify this
Regional Water Board by telephone when the notice has been published and submit the proof

of publication or posting as required in the enclosed instructions. Proof of posting or publication
of the notice must be received by the Executive Officer of this Regional Water Board no later

than June 29, 2007.

If you have any other guestions, please call Rosario :Aston'at (213) 576-6653.
Sincerely,

.

Cassandra Owens, Chief
Industrial Permitting Unit

Attachmenis

cc: see Mailing List

California Environmental Protection Agency

5
G Recycled Paper
(ur mission is fo preserve and enhance the quality of California’s walel resources for the benefit of present and futire generations.



Mr. David Sanders -3-
Ulktramar Inc.
Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 164

MAILING LIST

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 0, Permits Branch (WTR-5)
UU.S. Army Corps of Engineers

NOAA, National Marine Fisheries Service

Department of Interior, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

.JLine 20, 2007

Mr. Phil Isorena, State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Quality
Mr. Michael Levy, State Water Resources Control Board, Office of Chief Counsel!

Mr. William Paznokas, Department of Fish and Game, Region 5
Depariment of Health Services, Sanitary Engineering Section

California State Parks and Recreation o

California Coastal Commission, South Coast Region

South Coast Air Quality Management District

Water Replenishment District of Southern California : :

os Angeles County, Department of Public Works, Waste Management Division

Los Angeles County, Department of Health Services
City of Long Beach
City of Wilmington
“Ms. Tracy Egoscue, Santa Monica BayKeeper
Dr. Mark Gold, Heal the Bay
Mr. Daniel Cooper, Lawyers for Clean Water
Mr. David Beckman, Natural Resources Defense Council

California Environmen tal Protection Agency

L 45
Qdecyveled Paper

Fur mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources jor ihe benefit of present and future enerotions.
quai] : i P &



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
1.OS ANGELES REGION

320 W. 4 Street, Suite 200 Public Notice No. 07-034
Los Angeles, California 90013 NPDES No. CA0055719

(213) 576-6600
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

PROPOSED REISSUANCE
OF
- WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS
(National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit)

DISCHARGER - DISCHARGE LOCATION RECEIVING WATER
Ultramar, Inc. 961 La Paloma Avenue | os Angeles inner Harbor
(Wilmington Marine Terminal, Wilmington, CA

Berth 164)

Ultramar, Inc. {hereinafter, Discharger) discharges storm water and hydrostatic test water, from
its Wiimington Marine Terminal, Berth 164 (hereinafter, Faciiity) to the Los Angeles Inner
Harbor, a water of the United Staies. The discharge is regulated under waste discharge
requirements contained in Order No. R4-2002-0028, adopted by this Regional Board on
January 24, 2002. Order No. R4-2002-0029 also serves as a permit under the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES No. CADD55719). The Discharger fiied a Report of
Waste Discharge (ROWD) and applied for relssuance of waste discharge requirements
(WDRs) and NPDES permit fo discharge storm water and hydrostatic iest water.

The Discharger owns and operates the Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 164, a bulk storage
and distribution facility for Ultramar’s Wilmington Refinery. The Marine Terminal is located at
981 La Paloma Avenue, Wilmington, California. The Facility receives -and ships crude
petroleum and refined preducts by pipeiine, marine vessels and frucks. Storm water discharge
occurs from five parcels on the property, after treatment with three separate ofi-waler
separators. In addition to storm water, hydrostatic test waler is generated on-site during
integrity testing of new or rehabilitated pipes and petroleum storage tanks. During repair and
maintenance activities, hydrostatic test water is stored in the storage tanks prior to dischargs.

The Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 164 discharges storm water and hydrostatic test water
to the Los Angeles Inner Harbor, a water of the United States, through Discharge Points 001,
002, 003, and C04. Discharge Point 001 is a sform drain on La.Paloma Avenue (Latifude 337,
45", 33" North, Longitude 118°, 16, 02" West). This storm drain then discharges into Slip No. 1
(referred fo as Battery 1 by the Discharger), Los Angeles Inner Harbor. Discharge Point 002 is
located at approximately Latitude - 330, 45°, 33" North, Longitude 118°, 15°, 57° West.
Discharge Point 003 is located at approximately Latitude 33°%, 45", 31" North, Longitude 1182,
167 04" West. Discharge Point 004 is located at approximately Latituds 33° 457, 31" North,

Longitude 118°, 167, 04" West.

On the basis of preliminary staff review and application of lawfLl standards and regulations, the
Calfornia Regicnal Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region, fentatively proposss to
issue wasie discharge reguirements, including effluent limitations and special conditions.



Public Notice No. 07-034
Uttramar, Inc.-Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 164

HEARING DATE AND LOCATION

The Regional Board is scheduled to hold a public hearing on:

Date: August 9, 2007

Time: 0:000 AM.

Place: Metropolitan Water District, Board Room
700 N. Alameda Street,
Los Angeles, California

Please check the website address for the most up to date public hearing date and location as i is
subject to change. Our web address is http:/iwww.waterboards.ca.gov/losangeles where you

can access the current agenda for changes in dates and locations.

AVAILABILITY OF DOCUMENTS

The Report of Waste Discharge, related documents, tentative requirements, comments received,
and ofher information received on the discharge are avaitable for inspection and copying between
the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. at the following address:

California Ragional Water Quality Contro Board
Los Angeles Region
320 West 4" Sirest, Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Arrangements for file review and/or obtaining copies of the documents may be made by calling
the Los Angeles Regional Board at (213) 576-5600. The entire file will become a part of the
administrative record of this proceeding, irespective of whether individual documenis are
specifically referenced during the hearing or contained in the agenda packet. Should any
interested perscns desire staff to bring to the hearing any pariicular documents that are not
included in the agenda packet, they must submit a written or elecironic request to staff during
business hours, not later than five business days before the hearing. The request must identify
the documents with enough specificity for staff to locate them.

PUBLIC COMMENTS AND SUBMITTAL OF EVIDENCE

‘Persons wishing to comment on, or object to, the fentative waste discharge requirements, or
submit evidence for the Board to consider, are invited to submit them in writing to Rosario Aston
at the above address, or send them electronically to: raston@waterboards.ca.gov. To be
evaluated and responded o by staff, included in the Board's agenda folder, and fully considered
by the Board, written comments regarding the tentative waste discharge requirements must be
received no later than close of business on July 19, 2007. Failure to comply with these
requirements is grounds for the Regional Water Board 1o refuse to admit the proposed writien
comments or exhibit into evidence pursuant to saction 648.4 title 23 of the California Code of

Regulations.




Public Notice No. 07-034
Ultramar, Inc.-\NiImington Marine Terminal, Berth 164

NATURE OF HEARING

This proceeding will be a formal adjudicatory proceeding. For such proceedings, the Regional
Board follows procedures established by the State Water Resources Control Board, which are
set forth in regulations commencing with section 647 of title 23 of the California Code of
Regulations, in particular, Article 2, commencing with section 648, While this proceeding is
formal, as an administrative proceeding, the Board does not generally reguire the prior
identification or cross examination of witnesses, or other procedurss not specified in this nofice,

that might typically be expected of parties in a courtroom.

PARTIES TO THE HEARING

The following are the parties fo this proceeding:

1. The applicant/permittée - Ultramar, Inc.
2. Regional Board Staff

Any other persons requesting party status must submit a written or electronic request to staff not
later than [20] business days before the hearing. All partiss will be notified if other persons are so

designated.

HEARING PROCEDURE

The board meeling, in which this hearing is a part, will start at 9:00 a.m. Interesied persons are
invited to attend. When the agenda item is called, staff will present the matter under
consideration, after which oral statements from parties or interested persons will be heard. For
accuracy of the record, all important testimony should be in writing. The Board will include in the
administrative record written transcriptions of oral testimony that is actually presented at the
hearing. Oral testimony may be limited to five minutes or less for each interested persecn,
depending on the number of interested persons wishing to be heard. ‘

Parties or interested persons with similar concerns or opinions are encouraged to choose one
representative to speak, and are encouraged to coordinate their presentations with each other.
Parties will be advised after the receipt of public comments, but prior to the date of the hearing,
of the amount of time each is allocated for presentations. That decision will be based upon the
complexity and number of issues under consideration, the extent to which the parties have
coordinated, the number of parties and interested persons anticipated, and the time available
for the hearing. The parties are invited to contact staff not later than July 19, 2007, to discuss
how much time they believe is necessary for their presentations, and staff will endeavor 1o
accommodate reasonable requests. At the conclusion of testimony, the Board will deliberate in -

open or close session, and render a decision. '

Parties or persons with special procedural reguests or requests for alternative hearing
procedures should contact staff, who will endeavor to accommodate reasonable reguests.
Objections to any procedure {o be used during this hearing must be submitted in writing no later
than close of business 15 business -days prior to the cate of the hearing. (Any cbjections
related to the amount of time allocated for parties’ presentations much be submitted within two
business days of notice thereof, if that date is less than 15 business days before the hearing.)
Absent such objections, any procedure not specified in this hearing notice will be waived



Pubtic Notice No. 07-034
Ultramar, Inc.-Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 164

pursuant to section 648(d) of title 23 of the California Code of Regulations. Procedural
objections will net be entertained at the hearing.

If there should not be a quorum on the scheduled date of this meeting, all cases will be
automatically continued to the next scheduled meeting on September 6, 2007. A continuance

will not extend any time set forth herein.

STAFF CONTACTS

If you have any guestion regarding this proposed action, please coniact Rosario Aston at (213)
576-6653 or via email at rasion@waterboards.ca.gov.

Date: June 20, 2007



INSTRUCTIONS TO APPLICANT
FOR
WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS

ULTRAMAR, INC.
WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
(CADD55718)

One copy of a notice of your report of waste discharge and a statement of posting form are
enclosed. By June 25, 2007, you are directed to comply with one of the following methods of
informing the public of your waste discharge: '

1. Post the enclosed notics in the post cffice and public nlaces of the municipality
nearest the premises in which the effluent source is located; or

2. Past copies of the enclosed public nofice in conspicuous places near the entrance
of the premises and in the locality to be affected by the discharge; or

3. Publish the enclosed public notice in a daily newspaper or periodical which
circulates in the general locality fo be affected by the discharge.

Any expenses arising from the posting or publicaﬁon of the enclosed public notice shall be borne
by the discharger.

You must file with this office proof of such posting or publication. Proof of posting shall consist of a
statement executed on the enclosed form; proof of publication shall consist of an affidavit of the
publisher or foreman of the newspaper, with copy of the notice, as published, attached. Proof of
posting or publication must be submitted o this Board by June 29, 2007. '

Failure to post or publish the public notice by the specified date will force us to reschedule this
item for a later hearing and will require the posting or publication of a second notice.

| @ww M?mq/

Caésandra Owens, Chief
Industrial Permitting Unit



STATEMENT OF POSTING NOTICE
NPDES NO: CA0G55719

REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE BY: Ultramar, Inc. — Wiimingion Marine Terminal, Berth 164
says:

(NAME OF PERSON WHO POSTED COPIES OF NCTICE}

(INSERT "THAT HE IS THE DISCHARGER" OR "THAT ACTING
ON BEHALF OF THE DISCHARGER") - '

who filed the Repori of Waste Discharge with the CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY
CONTROL BOARD, Region,

on the day of 20__,

("AND DID" OR "HE DID")

nest two copies of notice of said repart identical to the attached copy.

That he posted one copy of said notice

(DESCRIBE HOW AND WHERE POSTED AS ACCURATELY AS POSSIBLE)

and the other copy of said notice

(DESCRIBE HOW AND WHERE

POSTED AS ACCURATELY AS POSSIBLE)

That each of said copies thus posted occupied a conspicuous place in the locality to be
affected by the proposed discharge.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true.

Signed on'the___day of 20, at ,. California.

‘COMPANY:

(SIGNATURE OF PERSON WHO
'POSTED COPIES OF NOTICE)

TITLE:




CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

LOS ANGELES REGION

390 W. 4% Street, Suite 200, Las Angeles, California 80013

Phone (213) 576-6600 * Fax {213) 576-6640
hitp:/fwww.waterboards.ca.gov

ORDER NO. R4-2007-XXXX
NPDES NO. CA0055719

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS

FOR
ULTRAMAR, INC.

(WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164)

The following Discharger is subject to waste discharge requiféments as set forth in this Order:

Table 1. Discharger Information

Discharger Ultramar, Inc. (a Valero Energy Corperation Company)
Name of Facility ‘Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 164
| 961 La Paloma Avenue
Facility Address Wilmington, CA 90744
| Los Angeles County

classified this discharge as & minor discharge.

The U.5. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the Regional Water Quality Control Board have

The discharge by the Operator from the discharge points identif:

discharge requirements as set forth in this Order:

Table 2. Discharge Location

ed below is subject to waste

Discharge Effluent Discharge Point Discharge Point -
Point Description Latitude Longitude Recelving Water
) o ' Los Angeles Inner
001 Storm Water 330 45, 33" N 1189, 16", 02" W Harbor (via storm
drain)
. ’ Lcs Angeles Inner
002 Storm Water 339,45, 33"N 1189 15, 57"'W Harbaor (via siorm
drain)
lLos Angeles Inner
- 003 Storm Water 339 45, 36" N 118 ° 15, 58" W - Harbor {via storm
drain)
Hydrostatic o Az mam o Apr mAm Los Angeles Inner
004 Test Water 339,45, 31"N 1189, 16", 04" W Harbor

. Table 3. Administrative information

August 9, 2007

This Order was adopted by the Regional Water Quzlity Contro! Beard on:
This Order shall become effective on:

September 8, 2007

This Order shall expire on:

July 10, 2012

The Discharger shall file a Report of Waste Discharge .in accordance with
title 23, California Code of Regulations, as application for issuance of new
waste discharge requirements no laier than:

180 days prior to the Order
expiration date

Order

J
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IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED, that Order No. R4-2002-0029 is rescinded upon the effective date of this
Order except for enforcement purposes, and, in order to meet the provisions contained in division 7 of
the Water Code (commencing with section 13000) and regulations adopted thereunder, and the
provisions of the federal Clean Water Act (CWA), and regulations and guidelines adopted thereunder,
the Discharger shall comply with the requirements in this Order.

|, Deborah J. Smith, Inferim Executive Officer, do hereby certify the following is a full, true, and correct
copy of an Order adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region,

on August 8, 2007,

Deborah J. Smith, Interim Executive Officer

L= = Z o
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ORDER NO. R4-2007-XXXX '
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ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO. R4-2007-200{

NPDES NO. CAQ035719

I. FACGILITY INFORMATION

The following Discharger is subject to waste discharge requirements as set forth in this Order:

Table 4. Facility Information

Discharger Ultramar, Inc. (a Valero Energy Corporalion Company)
Name of Facility Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 164

061 La Paloma Avenue
Facility Address Wilmington, CA 90744

Los Angeles County

Eigﬁ:? Gontact, Title, and Shirin Mandegari, Staff Environmental Engineer (562) 491-6636

Mailing Address P.O. Box 93102, Long Beach, CA 80809
Type of Facility Industrial
Facility Design Flow Not Applicable

Limitations and Discharge Requirements

<



ULTRAMAR, INC,

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO. R4-2007-X0(XX

NPDES NO. CADDS5719

IL

FINDINGS

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (hereinafter Regional
Water Board), finds:

A. Background. Ultramar, Inc. (a Valero Energy Corporation Company) {hereinafter Discharger) is

currently discharging pursuant to Order No. R4-2002-00289 and National Poliutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Permit No. CAD055719. The Discharger submitted a Report of
Waste Discharge, and applied for & NPDES permit renewal to discharge up to 1.02 mgd of
ireated wastewater from the Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 164, Battery 1, hereinafter
Facility.  An original application was submitted on June 13, 2008, and a revised application
was submitied on June 28, 2008, and July 6, 2006. The application was deemed complete on

July B, 2006,

For the purposes of this Order, references to the “discharger” or “permittee” in applicable federal
and state laws, regulations, plans, or policy are held to be equivalent to references to the

Discharger herein.

Facility Description. The Facllity serves as a bulk slorage and distribution facility for
Ultramar's Wilmington Refinery, twe miles to the north east, and is connected to the Refinery by
pipelines. The Facility receives and ships crude petroleum and refined products by pipeline,
marine vessels and trucks. The Facifity lies within the harbor area boundariss of the Fort of Los
Angeles. The nearby waterways include Los Angeles Harbor, Slip No. 1 {referred as Battery 1
by the Discharger), which serves the Terminal, and the East Basin Channel, both of which feed
into the Harbor's main ship channel. The Facility is located on property known as Mormon
Island. The Fagility includes a dock, two separate unloading rack areas, a fired heater area, a
warehouse, a control house, offices and a five parcel tank farm. There are 15 petroleum
storage tanks and 4 slop oil storage tanks. The Facility occupies approximately 8 acres, most of

which is unpaved.

Storm water runoff from the five parcels (Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5) of the tank farm is discharged
through Discharge Points 001, 002, and 003, after treatment from three separate ocil-water
separators. Parcels 1 and 2 share an oil-water separator, Parcel 3 has a dedicaled oil-water
separator, and Parcels 4 and 5 have a shared oil-water separator. The oil-water separators are
designed to remove sediment, petroleum compounds, and grease picked-up by the storm water
runoff. Storm water is collecied in the tank containment areas and is discharged through the oil-

water separators at a controlled rate, after testing determines that the storm water meets permit

effluent limitations. Discharge volumes for each outfall are calculated based on the surface
area of the tank farm and the amount of precipitation measured at the site. Each oil-water
separator discharges to a storm drain on La Paloma Avenue then to the Los Angeles inner
Harbor, Battery 1, a water of the Uniied States, within 2 coastal watershed.

As of 2008, the Facility ceased discharges from Discharge Points 001 and 002, Storm water
from Parcels 1, 2 and 3 is pumped to Slop Tank 99-TK-1 in Parcei 3, and then directed to the
Ultramar's Wilmington Refinery for treatment prior to being discharged to the sanitary sewer
(County Sanitation District of Los Angeles Waste Treatment Plant). However, the Discharger
would like to retain the authority to continue 1o discharge storm water through Discharge Points
001, and 002, if necessary, and if all applicable effluent limitations are met.

Storm water from Parcels 4 and 5 continues to be piped from the oil-water separator and then
discharged through Discharge Poini 003 to the storm drain located on La Paloma Avenue

Limitations and Discharge Requirementis ' | 5
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- ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NQ. R4-2007-X00XX
NPDES NO. CA0055718

eventually discharging to the Los Angeles Inner Harbor, Battery 1, a water of the United States,
within a coastal watershed.

In addition to storm water, hydrostatic test water is generated on-site during integrity testing of
new or rehabilitated pipes and petroleum storage tanks. During repair and maintenance
activities, hydrostatic test water is stored in the storage tanks prior to discharge and then
directed by temporary hosing to Discharge Point 004 (located adjacent to Discharge Points,
001, 002, and 003) directly to the Los Angeles Inner Harbor, Battery 1, a water of the United
States, within a coastal watershed. According to the renewal application, the maximum daily
discharge volume is 1.02 mgd. Attachment B provides a topographic map of the area around
the facility. Attachment C provides a flow schematic of the facility.

C. Legal Authorities. This Order is issued pursuant to section 402 of the Federal Clean Water
Act (CWA) and implementing regulations adopted by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) and chapter 5.5, division 7 of the California Water Code (commencing with section
13370). 1t shall serve as an NPDES permit for point source discharges from this facility to
surface waters. This Order also serves as Waste Discharge Reguirements (WDRs} pursuant to
article 4, chapter 4, division 7 of the Water Code {commencing with section 13260).

(L]

D. Background and Rationale for Requirements. The Regional Water Board deveioped the

requirements in this Order based on information submitted as part of the application, through

- moniforing and reporting programs;, and through special studies. The Fact Sheet (Attachment

F), which contains background information and rationale for Order requirements, is hereby

incarporated into this Order and constitutes part of the Findings for this Order. Attachments A
through E and G through J are also incorporated into this Order.

E. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Under Water Code section 13389, this action
to adopt an NPDES permit is exempt from the provisions of the CEQA, Public Resources Code

sections 21100 -21177.

F. Technology-based Effluent Limitations. Section 301(h) of the CWA and implementing
USEPA permit regulations at 40 C.F.R. § 122.44, title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations’,
require that permits include conditions meeting applicable technology-based requirements at a
minimum, and any more siringent effluent limitations necessary to meet applicable water quality
standards. The discharge authorized by this Order must meet minimum federal technology-
based requirements based on Best Professional Judgment (BPJ) in accordance with Part 125,
saction 125.3. A detailed discussion of the technology-based effluent limitations development is

included in the Fact Sheet.

m<—=»-Z

G. Water Quality-Based Effluent Limitations. Section 301 of the CWA and 40 C.F.R. §
122.44(d) require that permits include limitations more stringent than applicable federal
technology-based requirements where necessary o achieve applicable water quality standards.

40 C.F.R. § 122.44(d) mandates that permits include effluent limitations for ali pollutants that are
or may be discharged at levels that have the reasonable potential to cause or contribute to an
exceedance of a water quality standard, including numeric and narrative objectives within a
standard. Where reasonable potential has been established for & pollutant, but there is no
numeric criterion or objective for the pollutant, water quality-based effluent limitations (WQBELSs)
must be established using: (1) USEPA criteria guidance under CWA section 304(a),
supplemented where necessary by other relevant information; (2) an indicator parameter for the

* All further statutory references are to title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations unless otherwise indicated.

Limitations and Discharge Requirements 6



ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO. R4-2007-X03X

NPDES NO. CA0055718

pollutant of concern; of (3) a calculated numeric water quality criterion, such as a proposed
state criterion or policy interpreting the state's narrafive criterion, supplemented with other
relevant information, as provided in 40 C.F.R. § 122.44(d){(1)(vi).

M. Water Quality Control Plans. The Regional Water Board adopted a Water Quality Conirol
Plan for the Los Angeles Region (hereinafter Basin Plan) on June 13, 1994 that designates
heneficial uses, establishes water quality objectives, and contains implementation programs and
policies to achieve those objectives for all waters addressed through the plan. In addition, the
Bzsin Plan implements State Water Resources Contro! Board (State Water Board} Resolution
No. B8-63, which established state policy that 2| waters, with certain exceptions, should be
considered suitable or potentially suitable for municipal or demestic supply. Beneficial uses
applicable to Los Angeles Inner Harbor are as follows:

Table 5. Basin Plan Beneficial Uses

lgls_charge Receiving Water Name Beneficial Uses

oints

001, 002, 003 Los Angeles Inner Harbor | Existing:

and 004 Industrial Service Supply (IND); Navigation (NAV); Non-

Contact Water Recreation (REC-2); Preservation of
Rare, Threatened or Endangered Species (RARE);
Commercial and Sport Fishing (COMM); and Marine
Habitat (MAR).

Potential:

Contact Water Recreation (REC-1) and Shellfish
Harvesting (SHELL).

The State Water Board adopted a Water Quality Control Plan for Control of Temperature in the
Coastal and Interstate Water and Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of California (Thermal Planj on
May 18, 1972, and amended this plan on September 18, 1975. This plan contains temperature

obiectives for inland surface waters.

The Water Quality Contro! Policy for the Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of California (Enclosed
Bay and Estuaries Policy), adopted by the State Water Resources Controt Board (State Board)
as Resolution No. 95-84 on November 16, 1995, states that:

<+—<-%:1>+_—1th3

“it is the policy of the State Board that the discharge of municipal wastewaters and industrial
process waters (exclusive of cooling water discharges) fo enclosed bays and estuaries,
other than the San Francisco Bay-Delta system, shall be phased out at the earliest
practicable date. Exceptions fo this provision may be granted by a Regional Board only
when the Regional Board finds that the wastewater in question would consistently be freated
and discharged in such a manner that it would enhance the quality of receiving waters
above that which would oceur in the absence of the discharge.” :

(1]

While the discharge from the Ultramar, Inc, Wiimington Marine Terminal, Berth 164 discharges
into the Los Angeles Inner Harbor, within the enclosed bay, the wastewater is comprised
primarily of siorm waier and hydrostatic test water, and therefore is not considered to be
industrial process wastewaier. Nonetheless, this Order contains provisicns necessary o protect

ali beneficial uses of the receiving water.

Ammonia Basin Pfan Amendment. The 1994 Basin Plan provided water quality objectives for
ammonia to protect aquatic life, in Table 3-1 through Table 3-4. However, those ammonia
objectives were revised by the Regional Water Board on March 4, 2004, with the adoption of

Limitaticns and Discharge Requ]fements 7



ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTCN MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO. R4-2007-XXXX

NPDES NO. CADCSET19

Resolution No. 2004-022, Amendment to the Water Quality Plan for the Los Angeles Region 1o
Update the Ammonia Objectives for Inland Surface Waters Not Characteristic of Freshwater
(including enclosed bays, estuaries and weflands) with the Beneficial Use designations for
protection cf “Aquatic Life". The ammonia Basin Plan amendment was approved by the Office
of Administrative Law and by USEPA on September 15, 2004, and May 19, 2005, respectively.
The amendment revised the Basin Plan by updating the ammonia objectives for inland surface
waters not characteristic of freshwater such that they are censistent with the USEPA “Ambient
Water Quality Criteria for Ammonia (Saltwater) — 1989. The amendment revised the regulatory
provisions of the Basin Plan by adding language to Chapter 3, “Water Quality Objectives.”

The amendment contains objectives for a 4-day average concentration of un-ionized ammonia
of 0.035 mg/L, and a 1-hour average concentration of un-ionized ammonia of 0.233 mg/L. The
objectives are fixed concentrations of un-ionized ammonia, independent of pH, temperature, or
salinity. The amendment also contains an implementation procedure to convert un-icnized
ammonia objectives to total ammonia effluent limitations.

No limitation for ammonia is included in this Order because thers is insufficient monitoring data
to conduct reasonable potential analysis (RPA). The Order includes reguirements for
monitoring of ammonia for both effiuent and receiving waters.

| National Toxics Rule (NTR) and California Toxics Rule (CTR). USEPA adopted the NTR on
December 22, 1992, and later amended it on May 4, 1995, and November 9, 1993. About forty
criteria in the NTR applied in California. On May 18, 2000, USEPA adopted the CTR. The CTR
promulgated new foxics criteria for California and. in addition, incorporated the previously
adopted NTR criteria that were applicable in the state, and on February 13, 2001, the CTR was
amended. These rules contain water quality criteria for priority pollutants.

J. State Implementation Policy. On March 2, 2000, State Water Board adopted the Policy for
implemenitation of Toxics Standards for Injand Surface Waters, Enclosed Bays, and Estuaries of
California (State Implementation Policy or SIP). The SIP became effective on Aprii 28, 2000,
with respect to the priority pollutant criteria promulgated for California by the USEPA through the
NTR and to the priority pollutant objectives established by the Regional Waler Board in the
Basin Plan. The SIP became effective cn May 18, 2000 with respect to the priority pollutant
criteria promulgated by the USEPA through the CTR. The State Water Board adopted
amendments to the SIP on February 24, 2005, that became effective on July 13, 2005. The SIP
establishes implementation provisions for priority pollutant criteria and objectives and provisions
for chronic toxicity conirol. Requirements of this Order implement the SIP.

K. Compliance Schedules and Interim Requirements. Section 2.1 of the SIP provides that,
hased on a Discharger's reguest and demonstration thet it is infeasible for an existing.
Discharger o achisve immediate compliance with an effuent limitation derived from a CTR
criterion, compliance schedules may be allowad in an NPDES permit. Unless an exception has
heen granted under section 5.3 of the SIP, a compliance schedule may not exceed 5 years from
the date that the permit is issued or reissued, nor may it extend beyond 10 years from the
effective date of the SIP {or May 18, 2010) to establish and comply with CTR criterion-based
effluent limitations. Where a compliance schedule for a final effluent limitation exceeds 1 year,
the Order must include interim numeric limitations for that constituent or parameter. Where
allowed by the Basin Plan, compliance schedules and interim effluent limitetions or discharge
specifications may also be granted io allow fime 1o implement a new or revised water quality
objestive. This Order does include compliance schedules and interim effluent limitations and
discharge specifications. A detalled discussicn of the basis for the compliance schedules and

Limitations and Discharge Requirements 8
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ULTRAMAR, INC,

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDBER NO. R4-2007-XXXX

NPDES NO. CAQDE5718

interim effluent limitations and discharge specifications are included in the Fact Sheet
(Attachment F).

L. Alaska Rule. On March 30, 2000, USEPA revised its regulation that specifies when new and
revised state and tribal water quality standards (WQS) become effective for CWA purposes (40
C.F.R. § 131.21, 65 Fed. Reg. 24641 (April 27, 2000).) Under the revised regulation (also
known as the Alaska rule), new and revised standards submitted to USEPA after May 30, 2000,
must be approved by USEPA before being used for CWA purposes. The final rule also provides
that standards already in effect and submitted to USEPA by May 30, 2000 may be used for
CWA purposes, whether or not approved by USEPA.

M. Antidegradation Policy. Section 131.12 requires that state water quality standards include an  _
zntidegradation policy consistent with the federal policy. The State Water Board established
California’s antidegradation policy in State Water Board Resolution No. 68-18. Resolution No.
68-16 incorporaies the federal antidegradation policy where the federal policy applies under
taderal law. Resolufion No. 88-16 requires that existing quality of waters be maintained unless
degradation is justified based on specific findings. The Regional Water Board's Basin Plan
implements, and incorporates by reference, both the state and federal antidegradation policies.
As discussed in detail in the Fact Sheet the permitted discharge is consistent with the
antidegradation provision of section 131.12 and State Water Board Resolution No. 68-16.

(Ll

1

N, Anti-Backsliding Requirements. Sections 402(0)(2) and 303(d)(4) of the CWA and federal
regulations at title 40, Code of Federal Regulations 40 C.F.R. § 122.44(1) prohibit backsliding in
NPDES permits. These anti-backsliding provisions require effluent limitations in a reissued
permit ic be as stringent as those in the previous permit, with some exceptions where limitations
may be relaxed. Al effluent limitations in this Order are at least as stringent as the effluent

limitations in the previous Order.

O. Monitoring and Reporting. 40 C.F.R. § 122.48 requires that all NPDES permits specify
requirements for recording and reporting monitoring results. Water Code sections 13267 and
13383 authorize the Regional Water Board to require technical and monitoring reports. The
Monitoring and Reporting Program establishes monitoring and reporting requirements to
implement federal and State requirements. This Monitoring and Reporting Program is provided -

in Attachment E.

< — =>4 Z

J

P. Standard and Special Provisions. Standard Provisions; which apply to all NPDES permits in
accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 122.41, and additional conditions applicable to specified categories
of permits in accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 122.42, are provided in Attachment D. The
Discharger must comply with all standard provisions and with those additional condifions that
are applicable under 40 C.F.R. § 122.42. The Regional Water Board has also included in this
Order special provisions applicable to the Discharger. A rationale for the special provisions

" contained in this Order is provided in the attached Fact Sheet.

ey

i

Q. Provisions and Requirements of Implementing State Law. The provisions and requiresments
in subsections IV.B, IV.C, V.B, and V..C of this Order are included to implement state law only.
These provisions/requirements are not required or authorized under the federal CWA;
consequently, violations of these provisions/requirements are not subject to the enforcement
remedies that are available for NPDES violations.

R. Notification of Interested Parties. The Regional Water Board has nctified the Discharger and
interested agencies and persons of its intent to prescribe Waste Discharge Requirements for

Limitations and Discharge Requirements 9
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the discharge and has prbvided them with an opportunity to submit their written comments and
recommendations. Details of nofification are provided in the Fact Sheet of this Order.

Consideration of Public Comment. The Regional Water Boafd, in a public meeting, heard
and considered all comments pertaining to the discharge. Details of the Public Hearing are

provided in the Fact Sheet of this Order.

1. DISCHARGE PROHIBITIONS

A.

‘Limitations and Discharge Requirements

Wastes discharged shall be limited fo a maximum of 1.02 mgd (1,020,000 gpd) of storm water
and hydrostatic test water as described in the findings. The discharge of wasies from accidental

spills or other sources is prohibited.

Discharges of water, materials, therma! wastes, elevated temperature wastes, loxic wastes,

deleterious substances, or wastes other than those authorized by this Order, to a storm drain
system, Los Angeles Inner Harbor, Battery 1, or other waters of the State, are prohibited.

Neither the treatment nor the discharge of pollutants shall create pollution, contamination, or a
nuisance as defined by Section 13050 of the Water Code.

Wastes discharged shall not contain any substances in concentrations toxic to human, animal,
plant, or aguatic life.

The discharge shall not cause & violation of any applicable water guality standards for receiving
waters adopted by the Regional Water Board or the Staie Water Resources Control Board as
required by the Federal CWA and regulations adopted thereunder. If more stringent applicable
water quality standards are promulgated or approved pursuant to section 303 of the Federal
CWA, and amendments thereto, the Board will revise and modify this Order in accordance with

stich more sitringent standards.

“The discharge of any radiological, chemical, or biclogical warfara agén’[ or high level radiological

waste is prohibited.

Any discharge of wastes at any point(s) othef than specifically described in this Order is
nrohibited, and constitutes a violation of the Order.
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ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO. R4-2007-XXX

NPDES NC. CADD55718

V. RECEIVING WATER LIMITATIONS

A. Surface Water Limitations

Receiving water limitations are based on water quality objectives coniained in the Basin Plan and
are a required part of this Order. The dischargs shall not cause the following in Los Angeles [nner

Harbaor:

1.

The normal ambient pH to fall below 6.5 nor exceed 8.5 units nor vary from normal ambient
pH levels by more than 0.5 units.

Depress the concentration of dissolved oxygen to fall below 5.0 mgiL anytime, and the
median dissolved oxygen concentration for any three consecutive months shall not be less
than 80 percent of the dissolved oxygen content at saturation.

Surface water temperature to rise greater than 5°F above the natural temperature of the
receiving waters at any time or place. At no time the temperature be raised above 80° F as

a result of waste discharged.

Exceed total ammonia {as N) concentrations specified in the Regional Water Board
Resolution No. 2004-022. Resolution No. 2004-022 revised the ammonia water quality
objectives for inland surface waiers not characteristic of freshwater in the 1984 Basin Plan,
to be consistent with USEPA's “Ambient Water Quality Criteria for Ammonia (Saltwater) —
1589.” Adopted on March 4, 2004, Resoiution No. 2004-022 was approved by State Water
Board, Office of Administrative Law (OAL) and JSEPA on July 22, 2004, September 14,

2004, and May 19, 2005, respectively and is now in effect.”’

The presence of visible, floating, suspended or deposited macroscopic particulate matter or
foam.

Qils, greases, waxes, or other materials in concentrations that result in a visible film or coating
on the surface of the receiving water or an objects in the water.

Suspended or settleable materials, chemical substances or pesticides in amounts that cause
nuisance or adversely affect any designated beneficial use.

Toxic or other deleterious substances in concenirations or quantities which cause

_ deleterious effects on aquatic biota, wildlife, or waterfowl or render any of thess unfit for

10.

11.

12.

Limitations and Discharge Reguirements

human consumption either ai levels, created in the receiving waters or as a result of
biological concentration.

Accumulation of boitom deposits or aquatic growths.

Biostimulatory substances at concentrations that promote aquatic growth to the extent that
such growth causes nuisance or adversely affects beneficial uses.

The presence of substances that result in increases of BOD that adversely affect beneficiai
uses.

Taste or odor-producing substances in concentrations that alier the natural taste, odor, and/or
color of fish, shelifish, or other edible aguatic resources; cause nuisance; or adversely affect

heneficial uses.
fi g
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ULTRAMAR, INC,

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO. R4-2007-XXX

" NPDES NQ. CADDS5T19

13. Alteration of turbidity, or apparent color beyond present natural background levels.

14, Damage, discolor, nor cause farmation of sludge deposits on flood conirol structures or

facilities nor overload the design capacity.

15. Degrade surface water communities and populations including veriebrate, inveriebrate, and
plant species.

16. Problems associated with breeding of mosguitoes, gnats, black flies, midges, or other pests. T

17. Create nuisance, or adversely effect heneficial uses of the receiving water. D

18, Viclation of any applicable waler quality standards for receiving waters adopted by the AD
Regional Water Board or State Water Roard. If more stringent applicable water quality

standards are promulgated or approved pursuant tc section 303 of the CWA, or
amendments thersto, the Regional Water Board will revise or modify this Order in

accordance with such standards.
B. Groundwater Limitations

Not Applicable.

< — - >
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ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
CRDER NO. R4-2007-XXX

NPDES NO. CADO55719

V]. PROVISIONS
A. Standard Provisions

4 Federal Standard Provisions. The Discharger shali comply with all Standard F’fovisions
included in Attachment D of this Order.

2. Regional Water Board Standard Provisions. The Discharger shall comply with the
following provisions:

a. This Order may be modified, revoked, reissuad, or terminated in accordance with the
provisions of sections 122.44, 122.62, 122.63, 122.64, 125.62 and 125.64. Causes for
taking such actions include, but are not limited to: failure to comply with any condilion of
this Order; endangermeni to human health or the environment resulting from the
permitted activity; or acquisition of newly-obtained information which would have justified
the application of different conditions if known at the time of Order adoption. The filing of
a request by the Discharger for an Order modification, revocation, and issuance or
termination, or a notification of planned changes or anticipated noncompliance does not

stay any condition of this Order.

b. The Discharger must comply with the lawful requirements of municipalities, counties,
drainage districts, and other local agencies regarding discharges of storm water to storm
drain systems or other water courses under their jurisdiction; including appiicable
requirements in municipal storm water management program developed to comply with
NPDES permits issued by the Regional Water Board to local agencies.

. Discharge of wastes to any point other than specifically described in this Order and
permit is prohibited and constitutes a violation thereof.

d. The Discharger shall comply with all applicable effluent limitations, national standards of
performance, toxic effluent standards, and all federai regulations established pursuant o
sections 301, 302, 303(d), 304, 308, 307, 316, 318, 405, and 423 of the Federal CWA

and amendments thereto.

e. These requirements do not exempt the operaior of the waste disposal facility from
compiiance with any other laws, regulations, or ordinances which may be applicable;

they do not legalize this waste disposal facility, and they leave unaffected any further -

restraints on the disposal of wastes at this site which may be contained in other siatutes
or required by other agencies.

. Oil or oily material, chemicals, refuse, or other pollutionable materials shall not be stored
or deposited in areas where they may be picked up by rainfall and carried off of the
property andfor discharged fo surface waters. Any such spill of such materials shall be
contained and removed immediately.

g. A copy of these waste discharge specifications shall be maintained al the discharge
facility so as 1o be avaitable at all times to operating personnsl.

h. After notice and opportunity for a hearing, this Order may be terminatéd or modified for
cause, including, but not limited to:

(1) Violation of any term or condition contained in this Order;

Liritations and Discharge Requirements 21
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ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO. R4-2007-XXX

NPDES NO. CA0055718

(2) Obtaining this Order by misrepresentation, or failure to disclose all relevant facts;

(3) A change in any condition that requires either a temporary or permanent reduction or
elimination of the authorized discharge. '

i, If there is any storage of hazardous or toxic materials or hydrocarbons at this facility and
if the facility is not manned at all times, a 24-hour emergency response telephone
number shall be prominently posted where it can easily be read from the cutside.

i.  The Discharger shall notify the Regional Water Board not later than 120 days in advance
of implementation of any plans to alier production capacity of the product line of the
manufacturing, producing or processing facility by more than ten percent.  Such
notification shall include estimates of proposed production rate, the type of process, and
projected effects on effluent quality. Notification shall include submittal of a new report

of waste discharge appropriate filing fee.
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k. The Discharger shall file with the Regional Water Roard a report of waste discharge at
least 120 days before making any material change or proposed change in the character,
location or volume of the discharge.

| Al existing manufacturing, commercial, mining, and silvicultural dischargers must notify
the Regional Water Board as soon as they know or have reason 1o believe that they
have begun or expact to begin to use or manufacture intermediate or final product or
byproduct of any toxic poliutant that was not reported on their application.

m. In the event of any change in name, ownership, or contro! of these waste disposal
tacilities, the discharger shall notify ihis Regional Watsr Board of such change and shall
notify the succeeding owner or operator of the existence of this Order by letter, copy of

which shall be forwarded to the Regional Water Board. _

n. The Water Code provides that any person who violates a waste discharge reguirement
or a provision of the Water Code is subject to civil penalties of up to $5,00C per day,
$10,000 per day, or $25,000 per day of violation, or when the violation involves the
discharge of pollutants, is subject to civil penalties of up to $10 per gallon per day or $25
per gallon per day of violation; or some combination thereof, depending on the violation,

or upon the combination of violations.

< == p»HZ

(L

Violation of any of the provisions of the NPDES program or of any of the provisions of
this Order may subject the violator to any of the penalties described herein, or any
combination thereof, at the diseretion of the prosecuting authority; except that onty one
kind of penalty may be applied for each kind of violation. '

6. The discharge of any product registered under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act to any waste stream which may ultimately be released to waters of the
United States, is prohibited uniess specifically authorized elsewhere in this permit or
another NPDES permit.  This requirement is not applicable to products used for lawn

and agricultural purposes.

p. The discharge of any waste resulting from the combustion of toxic or hazardous wastes
to any waste stream that ultimately discharges to waters of the United States is
prohibited, unless specifically authorized elsewhere in this permit.
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g. The Discharger shall notify the Executive Officer in writing ne later than 6 months prior {o
planned discharge of any chemical, other than the products previously reported to the
Executive Officer, which may be toxic to aquatic life. Such nofification shall include:

(1) Name and general composition of the chemical,
(2) Frequenocy of use,

(3) Quantities to be used,

{(4) Proposed discharge concentrations, and

(5) USEPA registration number, if applicable.

B. Monitoring and Reporting Program Requirements

The Discharger shall comply with the MRP, and future revisions thereto, in Attachment E of this
Order. If there is any conflict between provisions stated in the MRP and the Regional Water Board

Standard Provisions, those provisions stated in the MRP shall prevail.
C. Special Provisions

1. Reopener Provisions

a. If more siringent applicable waier quality standards are promulgated or approved
pursuant to Section 303 of the Federal CWA, and amendments thereto, the Regional
Water Board will revise and modify this Order in accordance with such more stringent

standards.

b. This Order may be reopened to include effluent limitaions for toxic constituents
determined to be present in significant amounts in the discharge through a more
comprehensive monitoring program included as part of this Order and based cn the

results of the RPA.

c. This Order may be reopened and modified, to incorporate in accordance with the
provisions set forth in 40 CFR Paris 122 and 124, to include requirements for the
implementation of the watershed management approach cr to include new MLs.

d. This Order may be reopened and modified 1o revise effiuent limitations as a result of
future Basin Plan Amendments, such as an update of an objective or the adoption of a

TMDL for the Los Angeles inner Harbor.

e. This Order may be reopened upon submission by the Discharger of zdequate
information, as determined by the Regional Water Board, to provide for dilution credits or

a mixing zone, as may be appropriate.
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2. Special Studies, Technical Reports and Additional Monitoring Requirements

a. Initial Investigation Toxicity Reduction Evaluation (TRE) Workplan. The Discharger
shall submit to the Regional Water Board an Initial Investigation Toxicity Reduction
Evaluation (TRE) workplan {1-2 nages) within 90 days of the effective date of this
permit. This plan shall describe the steps the permittee intends to follow in the event
that toxicity is detected, and should include at & minimum:

1) A description of the investigation and evaluation technigues that will be used 1o
identify potential causes/sources of toxicity, effluent variability, and treatment system

efficiency,

2) A description of the facility's method of maximizing in-house treatment efficiency and
good housekeeping practices, and a list of all chemicals used in operation of the

facility;

(L1l

3) If a toxicity identification evaluation (TIE) is necessary, an indication of the person
who would conduct the TIEs (i.e., an in-house expert or an outside contractor,
Section V of the MRP, Attachment E provides references for the guidance

manuals that should be used for performing TIEs).
3. Best Management Practices and Pollution Prevention
The Discharger shall submit, within 90 days of ihe effective date of this Order:

a. An updated Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that describes site-specific
management practices for minimizing contamination of storm water runoff and for
preventing confaminated storm water runcff from being discharged directly to waters of
the State. The SWPPP shall be developed in accordance with the requirements in

Attachment G.

b. Best Management Practice Plan (BMPP) that entail site-specific plans and procedures
implemented and/or to be implemented to prevent hazardous waste/material from being
discharged to waters of the State. The updated BMPP shall be consistent with the
general guidance contained in the USEPA Guidance Manua! for Developing Best
Management Practices (BMPS) (EPA 833-B-83-004). In particular, a risk assessment of
sach area identifisd by the Discharger shall be performed io determine the potential for
hazardous or toxic waste/material discharge to surface waters.

eI N

c. An updated Spilt Contingency Plan that shall be site specific and shall cover all areas of
the facility including Parcels 1 and 2, Parce! 3 and Parcels 4 and 5. '

The plans shall cover all areas of the facility and shall include an updated drainage map for
the facility and current description of how storm water is directed to the Facility or to ithe
outfalis. The Discharger shali identify on a map of appropriate scale the areas that
contribute runoff to the permitted discharge noints (e.g., chemical siorage areas); describe
the activities in each area and the potential for contamination of storm water runoff and the
discharge of hazardous waste/material; and address the feasibility of containment and/or
treatment of the storm water. The plans shall be reviewed annually and at the same time.
Updated information shall be submitted within 30 days of revision.
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4, Compliance Schedules

a. Compliance Plan.

1) The interim limitations stipulated in Section IV.A.5.a of this Order at Discharge Point
001 for copper, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, zinc, and bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthatate shall
be in effect for a period not to extend beyond May 17, 2010. Thereafter, the
Discharger shall comply with the limitaticns specified for copper, lead, mercury,
nickel, silver, zinc and bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate in Section IV.A1 of this Order.

The interim limitations stipulated in Section IV.A.5.b of this Order at Discharge Point
002 for copper, lead, mercury, nickel, zinc, and bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate shall be in
effect for a period not to exiend beyond May 17, 2010. Thereafter, the Discharger
shall comply with the limitations specified for copper, lead, mercury, nickel, zinc and
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate in Section IV.A.2 of this Order.

The interim limitations stipulated in Section IV A.5.c of this Order at Discharge Point
003 for copper, lead, mercury, nicke!, zinc, and bis(2—ethylhexyl)phthalate shall ha in
effect for a period not to extend beyond May 17, 201C. Thereafter, the Discharger
shall comply with the limitations specified for copper, lead, mercury, nickel, zinc and
his(2-ethylhexyl)phihalate in Section 1V.A.3 of this Order.

2) The Discharger shall develop and submit, within 1 year of the effective date of this
Order a compliance plan that will identify the measures that will be taken to reduce
the cancentrations of all the pollutants listed in Section IV.A.5.a, 5.b, and 5.c above
for each outfall (Discharge Points 001, 0C2, and 003). These pollutants consist of
copper, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, zinc, and bis(2-ethylhexy!)phthaiate in their
discharge. This plan must evaluate options to achieve compiiance with the final
effluent limitations within the deadline spacified above.

3) The Discharger shall submit annual reporis o describe the progress of studies and
or actions undertaken to reduce copper, lead, mercury, nicke!, silver, zinc, and bis{2-
ethylhexyl)phthalate in the effluent, and 1o achieve compliance with the limitations in
this Order by the deadiine specified ahove. The Regional Water Board shall receive
the first annual progress report at the same time the annual summary report is due,

* as required in section X.D of the MRP (Attachment E).

b. Pollutant Minimization Plan (PMP).

The Discharger shall develop a PMP to maintain effluent concentrations of arsenic,
benzene, copper, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, thallium, zinc, bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate
and acute foxicity at or below the effluent iimitations specified in Final Effluent
Limitations, Section [V.A.1.a, 2.a, and 3.2 of this Order. The PMP shall include the

following:

1) Annua! review and quarterly monitoring of the potential sources of arsenic, benzene,
copper, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, thallium, zinc, his(2-ethylhexy!)phthalate and

acute toxicity;

2} Submitta! of a control strategy designed to procesd toward the goal of maintaining
effluent concentrations at or below the effluent limitation;

Limitations and Discharge Reguirements 25

<= > 7 T

d

(T

L



ULTRAMAR, ING.

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO. R4-2007-XXX

NPDES NO. CADUE5718

3) Implementation of appropriate cost-effective control measures consisient with the
control strategy;

4) An annual status report shall be sant to the Regiona! Water Board at the same time
the annual summary report is submitted in accordance with section X.D of the MRP

(Attachment E), and include:
(a) All PMP monitoring results for the previous year;

(b} A list of potential sources of arsenic, benzene, copper, lead, mercury, nickel,
silver, thallium, zinc, bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate, and acute toxicity;

(c) A summary of all actions undertaken pursuant to the control strategy;

(d} A description of actions to be taken in the following year.
5. Construction, Operation and Maintenance Specifications

z. The Discharger shail at all times properly operate and maintain all facilities and systems
installed or used to achieve compliance with this Order.

6. Special Provisions for Municipal Facilities (POTWs Only)
Not Applicable.

7. Other Special Provisions

<o 2
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VIi. COMPLIANCE DETERMINATION

Compliance with the effluent limitations contained in section IV of this Order will be determined as
specified below:

A. Single Constituent Effluent Limitation.
[f the concentration of the pollutant in the monitoring sample is greater than the effluent
limitation and greater than or equal 1o the reported Minimum Leve! (see Reporting Requirement

|.H. of the MRP), then the Discharger is out of compliance.

B. Effluent Limitations Expressed as a Median.
In determining compliance with a median limitation, the analytical results in a st of data will be

arranged in order of magnitude (either increasing or decreasing order); and
1 If the number of measurements (n) is odd, then the madian will be calculated as = Xiretyz, OF

2 |f the number of measurements (n) is even, then the median will be calculated as = [Xoz+
Xinizyet), 1.8 the midpoint between the n/2 and n/2+1 data points.

C. Muitiple Sample Data. ‘
When determining compliance with an AMEL or MDEL for priority poliutants and more than one

sample result is available, the Discharger shall compute the arithmetic mean unless the data set
contains one or more reported determinations of “Detacted, but Not Quantified” (DNQ) or “Not
Detected” (ND). In those cases, the Discharger shall compute the median in place of the
arithmetic mean in accordance with the following procedure:

4. The data set shall be ranked from low 10 high, ranking the reported ND determinations
lowest, DNQ determinations next, followed by quantified values (if any). The order of the
individual ND or DNQ dsterminations is unimportant.

2. The median value of the data set shall be determined. If the data set has an odd number cf
data points, then the median is the middle value. If the data set has an even number of data,
points, then the median is the average of the twe values around the middle unless cne or
both of the points are ND or DNQ, in which case the median vaiue shall be the lower of the
two data points where DNQ is lower than a value and ND is lower than DNQ. -

D. Average Monthly Effluent Limitation (AMEL).
If the average (or when applicable, the median determined by subsection E above for muitipie

sample data) of daily discharges over a calendar month exceeds the AMEL for a given
parameter, this will represent a single violation, though the Discharger will be considered out of
compliance for each day of that month for that parameter (e.g., resulting in 31 days of non-
compliance in a 31-day month}. If only a single sample is taken during the calendar month and
the analytical result for that sample exceeds the AMEL, the Discharger will be considered out of
compliance for that calendar month. For any one calendar month during which no sample (daily
discharge) is taken, no compliance determination can be made for that calendar month.

In determining compliance with the AMEL, the following provisions shall also apply to all
constituents:

1. If the analytical result of a single sample, monitored monihly, quarterly, semiannually, or
annually, does not exceed the AMEL for that constituent, the Discharger has demonstrated
compliance with the AMEL for that month;

{imitations and Discharge Requirements 27
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2. If the analytical result of a single sample, monitored monthly, guarterly, semiannually, or
annually, exceeds the AMEL for any constituent, the Discharger shall collect four additional
samples at approximately equal intervals during the month. Al five analytical results shall
be reported in the monitoring report for that month, or 45 days after resuits for the additional

samples were received, whichever is later.

When all sample results are greater than or equal 1o the reported Minimum Level (see
Reporting Requirement 1.G. of the MRP), the numerical average of the analytical results of
these five samples will be used for compliance determination.

When one or more sample results are reported as “Not-Detected (ND)” or “Detected, but Not
Quantified (DNQ)” (see Reporting Requirement |.G. of the MRP), the median value of these _
four samples shall be used for compliance determination. If one or both of the middle
values is ND or DNQ, the median shall be the lower of the two middle values’

(L]

3. In the event of noncompliance with an AMEL, the sampling frequency for that constituent
shall be increased to weekly and shall continue at this leve! until compliance with the AMEL

has been demonstrated.

4. |f only one sample was obtained for the month or more than a monthly period and the result
exceeds the AMEL, then the Discharger is in violation of the AMEL.

E. Maximum Daily Effluent Limitations (MDEL).
I a daily discharge exceeds the MDEL for a given paremeter, an alleged violation will be
flagged and the discharger will be considered out of compliance for that parameier for that 1 day
only within the reporting period. For any 1 day during which no sample is taken, no compliance

determination can be made for that day.

F. Instantaneous Minimum Effluent Limitation.
if the analytical result of a single grab sample is lower than the instantaneous minimum effluent

limitation for a parameter, a violation will be flagged and the discharger will be considered out of
compliance for that parameter for that single sample. Non-compliance for each sample will be
considered separately (e.g., the results of two grab samples taken within a calendar day that
both are lower than the instantaneous minimum effluent limitation would result in two instances
of non-compliance with the instantaneous minimum effluent limitation).

L 7

(L]

G. Instantaneous Maximum Effluent Limitation. - ‘
If the analytical result of a single grab sample is higher than the instantaneous maximum

effluent limitation for a parameter, a violation will be flagged and the discharger will be
considered out of compliance for that parameter for that single sample. Non-compliance for
each sample will be considered separately (e.g., the resuits of two grab sampies taken within a
calendar day that both exceed the instantaneous maximum effluent limitation would result in two
instances of non-compliance with the instantaneous maximum effluent limitation).
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ATTACHMENT A - DEFINITIONS

DEFINITIONS

Average Monthly Effluent Limitation (AMEL): the highest allowable average of daily discharges over
a calendar month, calculated as the sum of all daily discharges measured during a calendar month
divided by the number of daily discharges measured during that month.

Average Weekly Effluent Limitation (AWEL): the highest allowable average of daily discharges over
a calendar week (Sunday through Saturday), calculated as the sum of all daily discharges measured
during a calendar week divided by the number of daily discharges measured during that week.

Daily Discharge: Daily Discharge is defined as sither: (1) the total mass of the constituent discharged
over the calendar day (12:00 am through 11:59 pm) or any 24-hour neriod that reasonably represents a
calendar day for purposes of sampling {as specified in the permit), for a constituent with limitations
expressed in units of mass or; (2) the unweighted arithmetic mean meaasurement of the constituent over
the day for a constituent with limitations expressed in other units of measurement (e.g., concentration).

The daily discharge may be determined by the analytical results of a composite sample taken over the
courss of one day (a calendar day or other 24-hour period defined as a day) or by the arithmetic mean
of analytical results from one or more grab. samples taken over the course of the day.

" For composite sampling, if 1 day is defined as a 24-hour period other than & calendar day, the
analytical result for the 24-hour period will be considered as the result for the calendar day in which the

24-hour period ends.

instantaneous Maximum Effiuent Limitation: the highest allowable value for any single grab sample
or aliquot (i.e., each grab sample or aliguot is independently compared to the instantaneous maximum

limitation).

Instantaneous Minimum Effluent Limitation: the lowest allowable value for any single grab sample
or aliquot (i.e., each grab sample or aliquot is independently compared to the instantaneous minimum

limitation).

Maximum Daily Effluent Limitatibn (MDEL): the hig'hest allowable daily discharge of a pollutant.
pg/L: micrograms per Liter

mg/L: milligrams per Liter

MGD: millicn gallons per day

Six-month Median Effluent Limitation: the highest allowable moving median of all daily discharges
for any 180-day period. '

Attachment A — Definitions
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

AMEL

B

BAT

Basin Plan

BCT
BMP
BMPPP
BPJ
BOD
BPT

C

CCR
CEQA
CFR
CTR
CV
CWA
CWC
Discharger
DMR
DNQ
ELAP

ELG
Facility
gpd

1]
IG5
1Cos
ICso
1Cs0
LA
LOEC
pe/L
mg/L
MDEL
MEC
MGD
ML
MRP
ND
NOEC
NPDES
NSPS
NTR
DAL
PMEL
PMP

Attachment A — Definitions

Average Monthly Effluent Limitation
Background Concentration
Best Available Technology Economically Achievable

Water Quality Control Plan for the Coastal Watersheds of Los Ahgeles and

Ventura Counfies

Best Conventional Pollutant Control Technalogy

Best Management Practices

Rest Management Practices Plan

Best Professional Judgment

Biochemical Oxygen Demand 5-day @ 20 °C

Best Practicable Treatment Centrol Technoiogy

Water Quality Objective

California Code of Regulations

California Environmental Quality Act

Code of Federal Regulations

California Toxics Rule

Coefficient of Variation

Clean Water Act

California Water Code

Ultramar, Inc.

Discharge Monitoring Report

Detected But Not Quantified

California Department of Health Services Environmental Laboratory
Accreditation Program o

Effiuent Limitations, Guidelines and Standards
Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth #164

gallons per day

Inhibition Coefficient

Concentration at which the organism is 15% inhibited
Concentration at which the organism is 25% inhibited
Coneentration at which the organism is 40% inhibited
Concentration at which the organism is 50% inhibited
Load Allocations ,

| owest Observed Effect Concentration

micrograms per Liter

milligrams per Liter

Maximum Daily Effluent Limitation -

Maximum Effluent Concentration

Million Gallons Per Day

Minimum Level

Manitoring and Reporting Program

Not Detected

No Observable Effect Concentration

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
New Source Performance Standards

National Toxics Rule

Office of Administrative Law

Proposed Maximum Daily Effluent Limitation
Pollutant Minimization Plan

(Ll
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POTW

QA -

QA/QC

Ocean Plan

Regional Water Board
RPA

SCP

SiP

SMR

State Water Board
SWPPP

TAC

Thermal Plan

TIE
TMDL
TOC
TRE
TSD
TSS
TU,
USEPA
WDR
WET
WLA
WQBELSs
wQas
%

Attachment A — Definitions

Publicly Owned Treatment Works

Quality Assurance

Quality Assurance/Quality Control

Water Quality Control Plan for Ocean Waters of California

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lcs Angeles Region
Reasonable Potential Analysis

Spili Contingency Plan
State Implementation Policy (Policy for Implementation of Toxics
Standards for inland Surface Waters, Enclosed Bays, and Estuaries of

California)
Self Monitoring Reports
California State Water Resources Control Board

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

Test Acceptability Criteria
Water Quality Control Plan for Control of Temperature in the Coastal and

Interstate Water and Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of California
Toxicity dentification Evaluation

Total Maximum Daily Load

Total Organic Carbon

Toxicity Reduction Evaiuation

Technical Support Document

Total Suspended Solid

Chronic Toxicity Unit

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Waste Discharge Requirements

Whole Effluent Toxicity

Waste Load Allocations

Water Quality-Based Effluent Limitations

Water Quality Standards

Percent
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ATTACHMENT B — TOPOGRAPHIC MAP

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL
SITE LOCATION MAP

Attachment B — Topographic Map
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c. The Discharger submifed notice to the Regional Water Board as required under
Standard Provision — Permit Compliance |.G.5 below [40 C.F.R. § 122.41(m)(4)(C)].

4. The Regional Water Board may approve an anticipated bypass, after considering its
adverse effects, if the Regional Water Board determines that it will meet the three conditions
isted in Standard Provisions - Permit Compliance 1.G.3 above [40 CFR. §

122.41(m)(4){ii)].
5. Notice

a. Anticipated bypass. If the Discharger knows in advance of the need for a bypass, it shall
submit a notice, if possible at least 10 days before the date of the bypass 40 C.F.R. §

122.41(m)(3)(i].

b. Unanticipated bypass. The Discharger shall submit notice of an unanticipated bypass as
required in Standard Provisions - Reporting V.E below [40 C.F.R. § 122.41(m)(3)(i)].

H. Upset

Upset means an exceptional incident in which there is unintentional and temporary
noncompliance with technology based permit effluent limitations because of factors beyond the
reasonable control of the Discharger. An upset does not include noncompliance to the exient
caused by operational error, improperly designed treatment facilities, inadequate treatment
facilities, lack of preventive maintenance, or careless or improper operation [40 CFR. §

122.41(n)(1)].

1 Effect of an upset. An upset constitutes an affirmative defense o an action brought for
noncompliance with such technology based permit effluent limitations if the requirements of
paragraph H.2 of this section are met. No determination made during adminisirative review
of claims that noncompliance was caused by upset and before an action for
noncompliance, is final administrative action subject fo judicial review [40 CF.R. §

122.41(n)(2)].

2. Conditions necessary for a demonstration of upset. A Discharger whe wishes to establish
the affirmative defense of upset shall demonstrate, through properly sighed,
contemporaneous operating logs or other relevant evidence that [40 C.F.R. § 122.41(n)(3)].

a. An upset occurred and that the Discharger can identify the cause(s) of the upset [40
C.F.R. § 122.41(n)(3){D];

b. The permitted facility was, at the time, being properly operated [40 C.F.R. §
122.41(n)(3)(D];

c. The Discharger submitfed notice of the upset as required in Standard Provisions —
Reporting V.E.2.b [40 C.F.R. § 122.41(n)(3)(iii)]; and

d. The Discharger complied with  any remedial measures required  under
Standard Provisions — Permit Compliance 1.C above [40 C.F.R. § 122.41(n)(3)(iv)].

3. Burden of proof. In any enforcement proceeding, the Discharger seeking to establish the
ocourrence of an upset has the burden of proof [40 C.F.R. § 122.41(n)(4)].

Attachment D — Standard Provisions D-3
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II. STANDARD PROVISIONS — PERMIT ACTION

A. General

This Order may be modified, revoked and reissued, or terminated for cause. The filing of a
request by the Discharger for modification, revacation and reissuance, or termination, or a
notification of planned changes or anticipated noncompliance does not stay any Order candition

140 C.F.R. § 122.41(f)].

B. Duty to Reapply

If the Discharger wishes to continug an activity regulated by this Order after the expiration date
of this Order, the Discharger must apply for and obtain a new parmit [40 C.F.R. § 122.41(b)].

C. Transfers

This Order is not transferable to any person except after notice to the Regional Water Board.

The Regional Water Board may require modification or ravocation and reissuance of the Order

to change the name of the Discharger and incorporate such other reguirements as may be
necessary under the CWA and the CWCI40C.F.R. § 122.41())(3) and 40 C.F.R. § 122.61].

[ll. STANDARD PROVISIONS - MONITORING

A. Samples and measurements taken for the purpese of monitoring shall be representative of the
monitored activity [40 C.F.R. § 122.41()(1)].

B. Monitoring results must be conducied according to test procedures under Part 136 or, in the
case of sludge use or disposal, approved under Part 136 unless otherwise specified in Part 503

unless other test procedures have been specified in this Order [40 C.FR. § 122.41()(4) and 40

C.F.R. § 122.44()(1)(iv)].
[V. STANDARD PROVISIONS — RECORDS

A. Except for records of monitoring information required by this Order related io the Discharger's
sewage sludge use and disposal activities, which shall be refained for a period of at least five
years (or longer as required by Part 503), the Discharger shall retain records of all monitoring
information, including all calibration and maintenance records and all original strip chart
recordings for continuous monitoring instrumentation, copies of all reports required by this
Order, and records of all data used to complete the application for this Order, for a period of af
least three (3) years from the date of the sample, measurement, report or application. This
period may be extended by request of the Regional Water Board Executive Officer at any time

[40 C.FR. § 122.41(}(2)]-
B. Records of monitoring information shall include:

1. The date, exact place, and time of sampling or measurements [40 C.F.R. § 122.41()(3}{1)];

2. The individual(s) who performed the sampling or measurements [40 C.F.R §

122.41()(3) (i)l
3. The date(s) analyses were performed [40 C.F.R. § 122410 (3} {iiD;
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4. The individual(s) who performed the analyses [40 C.F.R § 122.410)(3)(iv]],
5. The analytical techniques or methods used [40 C.F.R §122.41()(3}{(v)], and

&. The results of such analyses [40 C.F.R. § 122.41()(3)(vi)].

C. Claims of confidentiality for the following information will be denied [40 CFR §722.7(b)]:
1 The name and address of any permit applicant or Discharger [40 C.F.R. § 122.7(b){1)]; and

2. Permit applications and attachments, permits and effluent data [40 C.F.R. § 122.7(b)(2)]. -

L1l

V. STANDARD PROVISIONS — REPORTING

A. Duty to Provide Information

The Discharger shall furnish to the Regional Water Board, State Water Board, or USEPA within
2 reasonable time, any information which the Regional Water Board, State Water Board, or
USEPA may request to determine whether cause exists for modifying, revoking and reissuing,
or terminating this Order or to determine compliance with this Order. Upon request, the
Discharger shall also furnish to the Regional Water Board, State Water Board, or USEPA copies
of records required to be kept by this Order [40 C.F.R. § 122.41(h); Water Code § 13267].

B. Signatory and Certification Requirements

1. All applications, reports, or information submitted to the Regional Water Board, State Water
Board, and/or USEPA shall be signed and certified in accordance with Standard Provisions
_ Reporiing V.B.2, V.B.3, V.B.4, AND V.B.5 below [40 C.F.R. § 122.41{k}].

2. All permit applications Ashall be signed as follows:

a. For a corporation: By a responsibie corporate officer. For the purpose of this secticn, a
responsible corporate officer means: (i) A president, secretary, freasurer, or vice-
president of the corporation in charge of a principal business function, - or any other
person who performs similar policy- or decision-making functions for the corporation, or
(i) the manager of one or more manufacturing, production, or operating faciliies,
provided, the manager is authorized to make management decisions which govern the
operation of the regulated facility including having the explicit or implicit duty of making
major capital investment recommendations, and initiating and directing other
comprehensive measures to assure long term environmental compliance  with
environmental laws and regulations; the manager can ensure that the necessary
systems are established or actions taken to gather complete and accurate information
for permit application requirements; and where authority to sign dosuments has been
assigned or delegated to the manager in accordance with corporate procedures [40

C.F.R §122.22(a)(1);

T < > 7

b. For a partnership or sole propristorship: by a general partner or the propriefor,
respectively [40 C.F.R. § 7 22.22(a)(2)]; or

c. For a municipality, State, federal, or other public agency: by either a principal executive
officer or ranking elected official. For purposes of this provision, a principal executive
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officer of a federal agency includes: (i) the chief executive officer of the agenay, or (ii) a
senior executive officer having responsibility for the overall operations of a principal
geographic unit of the agency (e.g., Regional Administrators of USEPA) [40 C.F.R. §

122.22(a)(3)).

3. All reports required by this Order and cther information requested by the Regional Water
Board, State Water Board, or USEPA shall be signed by a person described in paragraph
(b) of this provision, or by a duly authorized representative of that parson. A person is a
duly authorized representative only if:

a. The authorization is made in writing by a person described in paragraph (2.) of this
provision [40 C.F.R. § 122.22(b)(1)];

b. The authorization specified either an individual or 2 position having responsibility for the
overall operation of the regulated facility or activity such as the position of plant
manager, operator of a well or a wel field, superintendent, position of equivalent
responsibllity, or an individual or position having overall responsibility for environmental
matters for the company (a duly authorized representative may thus be either a named
individual or any individual occupying a named position) [40 C.F.R. § 122.22(b)(2]]; and

6. The written authorization is submitted to the Regional Water Board, State Water Board,
or USEPA [40 C.F.R. § 122.22(b)(3)]. '

4. ¥ an authorizaiion under paragraph (3.) of this provision is no longer acourate because a
different individual or position has responsibility for the overall operation of the facility, a new

authorization satisfying the reguirements of paragraph (3.) of this provision must be
submitted to the Regional Water Board, State Water Board or USEPA prior to or together
with any reports, information, or applications, to be signed by an authorized representative

140 C.F.R. § 122.22(c)].

5. Any person signing a document under paragraph (2.) or (3.) of this provision shall make the
" following certification: ' :

“| certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under
my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified
personnel properly gather and evaluaie the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of
the person or persons who manage the system or those persons directly responsible for
gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and
belief, true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for
submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing

violations” [40 C.F.R. § 122.22(d]].

C. Monitoring Reports

1. Monitoring results shall be reported at ihe intervals specified in the MRP in this Order [40
C.FR. §122.41()(4)). :

2. Monitoring results must be reported on a Discharge Monitoring Report (DMR) form or forms
provided or specified by the Regicnal Water Board or Stafe Water Board for reporting
results of monitoring of sludge use or disposal practices [40 C.E.R. § 122.41(1)(4)(D)].
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3. |f the Discharger monitors any poilutant more frequently than required by this Order using
test procedures approved under Part 136 or, in the case of sludge use or disposal, approved
under Part 136 unless otherwise specified in Part 503, or as spacified in this Order, the
results of this monitoring shall be included in the calculation and reporiing of the data
submitied in the DMR or sludge reporting form specified by the Regional Water Board [40

C.F.R. § 122.41()(4)(i)].

4 Calculations for all limitations, which require averaging of measuraments, shall ufilize an
arithmetic mean unless otherwise spegified in this Order [40 C.F.R. § 122.41(){(4)(iii}]. T

D. Compliance Schedules

Reports of compliance or noncompliance with, or any progress reports on, interim and final E
requirements contained in any compliance schedule of this Order, shall be submitted no later

than 14 days following each schedule date [40 C.F.R. §122.41()(5)1.
E. Twenty-Four Hour Repdrting _ | \]

1. The Discharger shall report any noncompliance that may endanger health or the .
environment.  Any information shall be provided orally within 24 hours from the time the l

Discharger becomes aware of the circumstances. A written submission shall also be
orovided within five (5) days of the time the Discharger becomes aware of the
circumstances.  The written submission shal! contain a dsscription of the noncompliance A
and its cause; the period of noncompliance, including exact dates and fimes, and if the
noncompliance has not been corrected, the aniicipated time it is expected 1o continue; and
steps taken or planned to reduce, eliminate, and prevent reoccurrence of the noncompliance T

[40 C.F.R. § 122.41()(6)(})]

2. The following shall be included as information that must be reported within 24 hours under
this paragraph [40 C.F.R. § 122.41()(6)(i)):

 a. Any unanticipated bypass that exceeds any effluent limitation in this Order [40 C.FR §

- 122.41(0(6) (i) (A)].
b. Any upset that exceeds any effluent limitation in this Order [40 C.F.R. § 4
122.41()(6) (i (B)]. o 4
§

c. Violation of a raximum daily discharge limitation for any of the pollutants listed in this
Order to be reported within 24 hours [40 C.F.R. § 122.41()(6)(if) (C)]. :

3. The Regional Water Board may waive the above-required writlen report under this provision
on a case-by-case basis if an oral report has been received within 24 hours [40 C.F.R. §

122.41(1)(6){ifi)].
F. Planned Changes

The Discharger shall give notice to the Regional Water Board &s soon as possible of any
planned physical alterations or additions to the permitied facility. Notice is required under this

provision only when [40 C.F.R. § 1224100 (1)1
1 The alteration or addition to a permitted facility may meet one of the criteria for determining
whether a facility is a new source in 40 C.F.R. § 122.28(b) [40 C.R.R. § 122.41((1)(}]; or

Attachment D — Standard Provisions C-7



ULTRAMAR, INC,

WILMINGTCN MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NQC. R4-2007-XXX

NPDES NO. CAQG55719

2 The alteration or addition could significantly change the nature or increase the guantity of
pollutants discharged. This notification applies to pollutants which are subject neither to
effluent limitations in this Order nor to nofification requirements under 40 C.FR. §
122.42(a)(1}) (see Additional Provisions—Notification Levels VILA.1) [40 C.FR. §

122.41()(1)(ii}.

1. . The alteration or addition results in a significant change in the Discharger's sludge use or
disposal practices, and such alteration, addition, or change may justify the application of
permit conditions that are different from or absent in the existing permit, including notification T
of additional use or disposal sites not reporied during the permit application process or nat
reported pursuant to an approved land application pian [40 C.F.R. § 122.41()(1)(ii})]. E

G. Anticipated Noncompliance

The Discharger shall give advance notice to the Regional Water Board or State Water Board of '
any planned changes in the permitied faciiity or activity that may result in noncompliance with

General Order requirements [40 C.F.R. § 122.41()(2}]. ,

H. Other Noncompliance _ I

-The Discharger shall report all instances ‘of noncompliance not reported under Standard
Provisions — Reporting V.C, V.D, and V.E above at the time monitoring reports are submitted. A
The reporis shall contain the information listed in Standard Provision — Reporting V.E [40 C.A.R.

§ 122.41((7)].
. Other Information T

When the Discharger becomes aware that it failed to submii any relevant facis in a permit
application, or submitted incorrect information in a permit application or in any report fo the
Regional Water Board, State Water Board, or USEPA, the Discharger shall promplly submit.

such facts or information [40 C.F.R. § 122.41()(8)]. ‘ V
VI. STANDARD PROVISIONS — ENFORCEMENT

A. The CWA provides that any person who violates section 301, 302, 306, 307, 308, 318 or 405 of
the Act, or any permit condition or limitation implementing any such sections in a permit issued
under section 402, or any requirement imposed in a pretreatment program approved under
sections 402(a)(3) or 402(b)(8) of the Act, is subjecito a civil penalty not to exceed $25,000 per
day for each violation. The CWA provides that any person who negligently violates sections
301, 302, 306, 307, 308, 318, or 405 of the Act, or any condition or limitation implementing any
of such sections in a permit issued under section 4C2 of the Act, or any requirement imposed in
a pretreatment program approved under section 402(a)(3) or 402(b)(8) of the Act, is subject to
criminal penalties of $2,500 to $25,000 per day of violation, or imprisonment of not more than
one (1) year, or both. In the case of a second or subseguent conviction for a negligent violation,
a person shall be subject to criminal penalties of not-mere than $50,000 per day of violation, cr
by imprisonment of not more than two (2) years, or both. Any person who knowingly violates
such sections, or such conditions or limitations is subject to criminal penalties of $5,000 to
$50,000 per day of violation, or imprisonment for not more than three (2) vears, or both. in the
case of a second or subsequent conviction for a knowing violation, a persen shall be subject to
criminal penalties of not more than $100,000 per day of violation, or imprisonment of not more
than six {8) yaars, or both. Any perscen who knowingly violates section 301, 302, 303, 306, 307,
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308, 318 or 405 of the Act, or any permit condition or limitation implementing any of such
secticns in a permit issued under section 402 of the Act, and who knows at that time that he
thereby places another person in imminent danger of death or serious bodily injury, shall, upon
conviction, be subject to a fine of not more than $250,000 or imprisonment of not more than 15
years, or both. In the case of a second or subsequent conviction for a knowing endangerment
violation, a person shall be subject fo a fine of not more than $500,000 or by imprisonment of
not more than 30 years, or both. An organization, as defined in section 309(c)(3)(B)(iii} of the
CWA, shall, upon conviction of violating the imminent danger provision, be subject o a fine of
not more than $1,000,000 and can be fined up 1o $2,000,000 for second or subsequent
convictions [40 C.F.R. § 122.41(a)(2)] [Water Code sections 13385 and 13387).

B. Any person may be assessed an administrative penalty by the Regional Water Board for
violating section 301, 302, 308, 307, 308, 318 or 405 of this Act, or any permit condition or
limitation implementing any of such sections in a permit issued under section 402 of this Act.
Administrative penalties for Class | violations are not to exceed $10,000 per violation, with the

© maximum amount of any Class | penalty assessed not to exceed $25,000. Penalties for Class 1l
violations are not to exceed $10,000 per day for each day during which the violation continues,
with the maximum amount of any Class 1l penalty not to exceed $125,000 [40 C.FR. §

122.41(a)(3)].

J

L

\

C. The CWA provides that any person who falsifies, tampers with, or knowingly renders inaccurate
any menitoring device or method required fo be maintained under this permit shall, upon
conviction, be punished by a fine of not more than $10,000, or by imprisonment for not more
than 2 years, or both. If a conviction of a person is for a violation committed after a first
conviction of such person under this paragraph, punishment is a fine of not more than $20,000
per day of violation, or by imprisonment of not more than 4 years, or both [40 C.F.R. §

122.41()(5)].

D. The CWA provides that any person who knowingly makes any false statement, representation,
or certification in any record or other document submitied or required to be maintained under
this Order, including monitoring reports or reports of compliance or noncempliance shall, upon
conviction, be punished by a fine of not more than $10,000 per violation, or by imprisonment for
not more than six manths per violation, or by both [40 C.F.R. § 122.47(k)(2)].

< —=HpaZ

VII.ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS — NOTIFICATION LEVELS _ ' 1

(L

A. Non-Municipal Facilities

Existing manufacturing, commercial, mining, and silvicultural Dischargers shall notify the
Regiona! Water Board as soon as they know or have reason to believe [40 C.F.R. § 122.42(a)].

1. That any activity has occurred or will ocour that wouid resulf in the discharge, on a routine or

frequent basis, of any foxic pollutant that is not limited in this Order, if that discharge will
exceed the highest of the following "notification levels” [40 C.F.R. § 122.42(a)(1):

a. 100 micrograms per liter (#g/L) [40 C.F.R. § 122.42(3)(1)(1‘)];
b, 200 pugll for acrolein and acrylonitrile; 500 wg/l. for 2,4-dinitrophenol  and

2-methyl-4,6-dinitrophenol; and 1 milligram per iter (mg/L) for antimony [40 C.FR. §
122.42(a)(1)(i)l; ‘
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]

c. Five (5) times the maximum concentration value reported for that poliutant in the Report
of Waste Discharge [40 C.F.R. § 122.42(a)(1){ii})]; or

d. The level established by the Regional Water Board in accordance with 40 CFR
§122.44(f) [40 C.F.R. § 122.42(a)(1)(i)].

2. That any activity has occurred or will occur that would result in the dischargs, on a non-
routine or infrequent basis, of any foxic pollutant that is not limited in this Order, if that
discharge will exceed the highest of the following: “notification levels" [40 C.FR. §
122.42(a)(2)):

a. 500 micrograms per liter (ug/L) [40 C.F.R. § 122.42(a)(2){)];
b. 1 milligram per liter (mg/L) for antimony [40 C.F.R. § 122.42(a)(2){i)l;

¢. Ten (10) times the maximum concentration value reported for that pollutant In the Report
of Waste Discharge [40 C.F.R. § 122.42(a)(2)(iii)]; or

d. The level established by the Regional Water Board in accordance with 40 CFR
§122.44(f) [40 C.F.R. § 122.42(a)(2)(iv)].

B. Publicly-Owned Treatment Works (POTWs)

All POTWs shall provide adequate notice to the Regional Waler Board of the followi'ng' [40
C.F.R. §122.42(b)]:

1, Any new introduction of pollutants into the POTW from an indirect discharger that would be
subject to Sections 301 or 306 of the CWA if it were directly discharging those pollutants [40
C.F.R.§ 122.42(b)(1)], and

2. Any substantial change-in-the volume or character of poliutants being introduced into that .

POTW by a source introducing pollutants into the POTW &t the time of adoption of the Order
[40 C.F.R. § 122.42(b)(2)]. '

Adequate notice shall include informétion on the quality and quantity of effluent introduced into

the POTW as well as any anticipated impact of the change on the guantity or quality of effluent
to be discharged from the POTW [40 C.F.R. § 122.42(b) (3)].
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ATTACHMENT E — MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (MRP) NO. 2185

The Code of Federal Reguiations 40 C.F.R. § 122.48 reguires that all NPDES pemmits specify
monitoring and reporting requirements. Water Code Sections 13267 and 13383 also authorize the
Regional Water Board fo require technical and monitoring reports.  This MRP establishes monitoring
and reporting requirements which implement the federal and California regulations.

.  GENERAL MONITORING PROVISIONS

A Storm water effiuent monitoring stations shall be established in each of the three oil-water
separators at the Facifity. In Parcels 1 and 2, an effluent sampling station (M-001) shall be
established in the last chamber of the oil-water separator prior to discharge from Discharge
Doint 001 fo the La Paloma Avenue storm drain [Latitude 33 °, 457, 33" N", Longitude118°®, 16’,
2" W' in Parcel 3, an effluent sampling station (M-002) shall be established in the last
chamber of the oil-water separator prior to discharge from Discharge Point 002 to the La
Paloma Avenue storm drain [Latitude 33 °, 45, 33" N, Longitude 118 °, 15°, 57" W]. In Parcels 4
and 5, an effluent sampling station (M-003) shall be established in the last chamber of the oil-
water separator prior to discharge from Discharge Point 003 fo the La Paloma Avenue storm
drain [Latitude 33 ©, 45, 36 N, Longitude 118 °, 15°, 55 W] Al sampling stations shall be
located where representative samples of that effluent can be obtained. -

B. The hydrostatic test water monitoring staticn {M-004) shall be established at Discharge Point
004 [Latitude 33 °, 45, 31" N, Longitude 118 ¢, 16, 4 W"] where discharges of hydrostatic {est
waler are drained via temporary hosing and directed to Battery 1, Los Angeles Inner Harbor.
The sampling station shall be located where representative samples of that effluent can be

obtained.

C. Effluent samples shall be taken downstream of any addition fo treatment works and prior to
mixing with the receiving waters.

D. The Regional Water Board shall be notified in writing of any change in the sampling stations

~once established or in the methods for determining the quantities of pollutants in the individual
- waste streams. :

E. Poliutants shall be analyzed using the analyticai methods described in sections 136.3, 136.4,

and 136.5 {revised May 14, 19899); o, where no methods are specified for a given pollutant, by
methods approved by this Regional Water Board or the State Waier Board. Laboratories
analyzing effluent samples and receiving water samples shall be certified by the California
Department of Health Services Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program (ELAP)} or
approved by the Executive Officer and must include quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC)
data in their reports. A copy of the laboratory certification shall be provided each time a new
ceriification and/fer renewal of the certification is obtainad from ELAP.

F. For any analyses performed for which no procedure is specified in the USEPA guidelines or in
the MRP, the constituent or parameter analyzed and the method or procadure used must be

specified in the monitoring report.

G. Each monitoring report must affirm in writing that “all analyses were conducted at a laberatory
cartified for such analyses by the Department of Health Services or approved by the Exscutive
Officer and in accordance with current USEPA guideline procedures Or as specified in this

MRP".
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H. The monitoring reports shall specify the analytical method used, the Method Detection Limit
(MDL), and the Minimum Level (ML) for each pollutant. For the purpose of reporting compliance
with numerical limitations, performance goals, and receiving water limitaticns, analytical data

shail be reported by cne of the following methods, as appropriate:
1. An actual numericat value for sample results greater than or equal to the ML; or

5 “Detected, but Not Quantified (DNQ)” if results are greater than or equal to the laboratory’s
MDL but less than the ML; or,

3. “Not-Detected (ND)" for sample results less than the laboratory's MDL with the MDL
indicated for the analytical method used.

Analytical data reported as “less than” for the purpose of reporting compliance with permit
limitations shall be the same or lower than the permit limii(s) established for the given

parameter.

Current MLs {Attachment H) are those published by the State Water Board in the Policy for the
Impiementation of Toxics Standards for Inland Surface Waters, Enclosed Bays, and Estuaries of

California, March 2, 2000.

[ Where possible, the MLs employed for effluent analyses shall be lower than the permit
limitations established for a given parameter. If the ML value is not below the effluent limitation,
then the lowest ML value and its associated analytical method shall be selected for compliance
purpcses. At lsast once a year, the Discharger shall submit a list of the analytical methods
empioyed for each test and associated laboratory QA/QC procedures.

The Regional Water Board, in consultation with the State Water Board Quality Assurance
Program, shall establish a ML that is not contained in Attachment H to be included in the

Discharger's permit in any of the following situations:

1. Wheh the pol!utaﬁt under consideration is not included in Attachment H;

A3 > 17 m A

2. When the Discharger and Regional Water Board agree fo include in the permif a fest
method that is more sensitive than that specified in 40 CFR Part 136 (revised May 14,

1999);

3. When the Discharger agrees to use an ML that is lower than that isted in Attachment H;

4 When the Discharger demonstrates that the calibration standard matrix is sufficiently
different from that used to establish the ML in Attachment &, and proposes an appropriate

ML for their matrix; or,

5 When the Discharger uses a methed whose quantification practices are not consistent with
the definition of an ML. Examples of such methods are the USEPA-approved method 1613
*for dioxins and furans, method 1624 for volatile organic substances, and method 1625 for
semi-volatile organic substances. In such cases, the Discharger, the Regional Water Board,
and the State Water Board shall agree on a lowest guantifiable limit and that limit will
substitute for the ML for reporting and compliance determination purposes.

J. Water/wastewater samples must be analyzed within alfowable holding time limits as specified in
section 138.3. All QA/QC items must be run on the same dales the samples were actually

Attachment E — MRP E-3
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analyzed, and the results shall be reported in the Regional Water Board format, when it
becomes available, and submitted with the laboratory reports. Proper chain of custody
procedures must be followed, and a copy of the chain of custody shall be submitied with the

report.

K. Al analyses shall be accompanied by the chain of custody, including but not limited to data and
time of sampling, sample identification, and name of person who performed sampling, date of
analysis, name of person who performed analysis, QA/QGC data, method detection limits,
analytical methods, copy of laboratory certification, and a perjury statement executed by the

person responsible for the laboratory.

L. The Discharger shall calibrate and perform maintenance procedures on all monitoring
instruments and to insure accuracy of measurements, or shall insure that both eguipment

activities will be conducted.

M. The Discharger shall have, and implement, an acceptable writien quality assurance (QA) plan
for laboratory analyses. The annual monitoring report required in Section X.D shall also
summarize the QA activities for the previous year. Duplicate chemical analyses must bs
conducted on a minimum of ten percent {10%) of the samples, or at least one sample per
sampling period, whichever is greater. A similar frequency shall be maintained for analyzing

spiked samples.

N. When requested by the Regional Water Board or USEPA, the Discharger will parrticipate in the
NPDES discharge monitoring report QA performance study. The Discharger must have a
success rate equal to or greater than 80%.

0. For parameters that both average monthly and daily maximum limits are specified and ihe
monitoring frequency is less than four times 2 month, the following shall apply. If an analytical
result is grester than the average monthly limit, the Discharger shall collect four additional
samples at approximately equal intervals during the month, until compliance with the average
monthly limit has been demonstrated. All five analytical results shall be reported in the
monitoring report for that month, or 45 days after results for the additional samples were received,
whichever is later. In the event of noncompliance with an average monthty effluent limitation, the
sampling freguency for that constituent shall be increased to weekly and shall continue at this
level until compliance with the average monthly effluent limitation has been demonstrated. The
Discharger shall provide for the approval of the Executive Officer & program to ensure future

compliance with the average monthly limit.

P. In the event wasies are fransported to a different disposal site during the report period, the
following shall be reported in the monitoring report:

1. Types of wastes and guantity of each type;

2. Name and address for each hauler of wastes {or method of transport if other than by
hauling); and '

4. Location of the final point(s) of disposal for each type of waste.

I no wastes are transported off-site during the reporiing period, a statement to that effect shall
be submitted. :

Attachment E — MRP E-4
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Q. Each menitoring report shall state whether or not there was any change in the discharge as
described in the Order during the reporting period.

li. MONITORING LOCATIONS

The Discharger shall establish the following monitoring locations to demonstrate compliance with
the effluent limitations, discharge specifications, and other requirements in this Order:

Table E-1. Monitoring Station Locations

Dischb?;a;aePoint Longg’:;gs;il];%e Monitoring Location Description
i d
QCt EFF-001 f;'ﬁ‘tﬁf ra?aesadig't ,O;Cl’)?er’:[,eLoarfgitude 118, 16", 2" W |
002 EFF-002 g’n\t’\ﬁ: rsze‘saﬂfgﬁogggcrﬁ,egoiﬁgitude 118, 15, 57" W" —
003 EFF-003 gt:ﬁjf rssseseitfg't,og;?ﬁ,e So?wtgitude 118 2, 16, 4" W
i i i o) Harbhor
o | e |pmnmen

A point less than 50 feet from Discharge Point 004 (within the influence
N RSW-001 of the discharge} by Battery 1. The direction of the tidal flow at the time
of sample collection shall be away from ihe discharge point and

towards the sampling point.

A point greater than 50 feet from the Discharge Poini 004 (outside the
. RSW-002 influence of the discharge) by Battery 1. The direction of the fidal flow
at the time of sample collection shall be towards the discharge point

and away from the sampling point.

li. INFLUENT MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

<=7

Not Applicable.
IV. EFFLUENT MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

d

(L

A. Monitoring Locations EFF-001, EFF-002 and EFF-003 .

4. The Discharger shall monitor storm water at EFF-001, EFF-002 and at EFF-003 as follows.
I¥ more than one analytical test method is listed for a given paramster, the Discharger must
select from the listed methods and corresponding Minimum Level. :

Table E-2. Effluent Monitoring at Monitoring Locations EFF-001, EFF-002, and EFF-003

Parameter Units Sample Type Minimum Sampling Required Analytical
Frequency' Test Method
Total Fiow galiday -— 1/Discharge Event 2
pH pH Units Grab 1/Discharge Event z
Conductivity ymho/cm Grab 1/Discharge Event 2
Oil and Grease mg/L Grak 1/Discharge Event 2

Attachment E - MRP
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| Parameter Units Sample Type Minimum Sampling Required Analytical
Frequenc},r1 Test Method

Total Organic Carbon mao/L Grah 1/Discharge Event 2
Total Suspended . :
Solids (TSS) mglL Grab 1/Discharge Event
Phenolic Compounds, gl Grab \/Discharge Cvent N
Total
Ammonia Nitrogen, ) ;
Total (as N) mg/L Grab 1/Discharge Eveni
Arsenic, Total . ;
Recoverable Ho/l Grab 1/Discharge Event
Chromium (V1) g/l Grab 1/Discharge Event 2
Total chromium pa/l Grab 1/Discharge Event 2
Copper, Total . : ;
Recoverable bg/L Grab 1/Discharge Event
Lead, Total _ . ;
Recoverable pg/t Grab 1/Discharge Event
Mercury, Total B _ 2
Recoverable pg/L Grab 1/Discharge Event
Nickel, Total . ;
Recoverable Ha/ll Grab 1/Discharge Event
Selenium, Total . . )
Recoverable bo/L Grab 1/Discharge Event
Silver, Total _ ;
Recoverable pg/L Grab 1/Discharge Event
Thallium, Total _ )
Recoverable Ho/L Grab 1/Discharge Event
Zing, Total _ 3
Recoverable Hg/L Grab 1/Discharge Event
Benzene g/l Grab '1/Discharge Event 2
Bis (2- . -
ethylhexyljphthalate HolL Grab 1/Discharge Event
Ethylbenzene HolL Grab 1/Discharge Event 2
Toluene pg/L Grab 1/Discharge Event 2
Xylene g/l Grab 1/Discharge Event z
Acute Toxicity 9% Survival Grab 1/Year Z
Remaining Priority ' ,
Pollutants% Mo/l Grab 1/Year

During periods of extended rainfall, no more than on
during the first hour of discharge. If, for safety reaso

discharge, a sample shall be obtained at the first safe opportunity an

inciuded in the report.

2 pollutants shall be analyzed using the ana
pollutants, the methods must meet the lowest minimum level
included as Attachment H. Where no methods are specifi

Water Board or the State Waler Board.

e California Toxics Rule (CTR) define

der, and included as Attachment |

approved by this Regional
3 Priority Pollutants as defined by th
Discharge Requirements of this Or
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ns, a sample cann
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d the reason for the delay shall be

dbed in 40 CFR Part 138, For priority
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B. Monitoring Location EFF-004

{. The Discharger shall monitor hydrostatic test water at EFF-004

Table E-3. Effluent Monitoring at Monitoring Location EFF-004

as follows:

Parameter Units Sample Type Minimum Sampling Regquired Analytical
Frequency Test Method

Total Flow gal/day - 1/Discharge Event !
pH pH Units Grab 1/Discharge Event !
Temperature I orC Grab 1/Discharge Event 1
Total Suspended . : 1
Solids (TSS) ma/L Grab 1/Discharge Event
Settleable Solids mi/L Grab 1/Discharge Event !
Turbidity mg/L Grab 1/Discharge Event !
BOD:20°C mgfl. Grab 1/Discharge Event !
Ghloringe, Total . 1
Residual ma/L Grab 1/Discharge Event
Suffides mg/L Grab 1/Discharge Event !
Oil and Grease mgiL Grab 1/Discharge Event !
Arsenic, Total ' \ 1
Recoverahle ug/L Grab 1/Discharge Event
Chromium (V1) gL Grab 1/Discharge Event !
Chromium (Total) pgil Grab 1/Discharge Event |
Copper, Total . 1
Racoverable pgil Grab 1/Discharge Event
Lead, Total ' . -
Recoverable HolL Grab 1/Discharge Event
Mercury, Total _ . 1
Recoverable po/L Grab 1/Discharge Event
Nicke!, Total . 1
Recoverable Lgll Grab 1/Discharge Event
Selenium, Total i .
Recoverable ngL Grab 1/Discharge Event
Silver, Total . 1
Recoverable [=/i8 Grab 1/Discharge Event
Zinc, Total . 1

| Recoverable ug/L Grab 1/Discharge Event
Benzene® pg/L Grab 1/Discharge Event !
Ethylbenzeng® ol Grab 1/Discharge Event ’
Toiuene’ pgil Grab 1/Discharge Event !
Xylenea po/l Grab 1/Discharge Event !
Phencl g/l Grab 1/Discharge Event 1
Acute Toxicity % Survival Grab 1/Year !
Remaining Priority 1
Pollutants%'s Ho/L Grab 1/Year

T pollutants shall be analyzed using the analytical methods described in 40 CFR Part 136, For priority pollutants,

the methods must meet the lowe
Attachment H. Where no metho

st mini

mum levels (MLs) specified in A
ds are specified for & given pollutant,

Regional Water Board or the State Water Board.
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2 priority Peliutants as defined by the California Toxics Rule (CTR) defined in Finding 1Ll of the Limitations and
Discharge Requiremenis of this Order, and included as Attachment i
®Not applicable to new pipes and storage tanks.

V. WHOLE EFFLUENT TOXICITY TESTING REQUIREMENTS

A. Definition of Toxicity

Acute Toxicity.

Acute toxicity is a measure of primarily lethal effects that occur over a 96-hour period. Acute
toxicity shall be measured in percent survival measured in undiluted (100%) effluent.

(a) The average survival in the undiluted effluent for any three (3) consecutive 96-hour static
or continuous flow bioassay tests shall be at least 90%, and

(b) No single test shall produce less than 70% survival.

B. Acute Toxicity Effluent Monitoring Program

1.

Effluent samples shall be collected after all treatment processes and before discharge to the
receiving water.

2. The Discharger shall conduct acute toxicity tests on effluent grab samples by methods

specified in 40 CFR Part 136 which cites USEPA's Methods for Msasuring the Acuie
Toxicity of Effluents and Receiving Walers to Freshwater and Marine Organisms, Fifth
Edition, October 2002, USEPA, Office of Water, Washington D.C. (EPA/BZ'I-R-OZ—O‘IZ) ora
more recent edition to ensure compliance in 100 % effluent, for discharges from Discharge

Points 001, 002, 003, and 004.

3. The fathead minnow, Pimephales promelas, shall be used as the test species for fresh

water discharges and the topsmelt, Atherinops affinis, shall be used as the test species for
brackish effluent. The method for topsmelt is found in USEPA’s Short-term Method for
Estimating the Chronic Toxicity of Effluents and Receiving Waters to West Coast Marine and
Estuarine Organisms, Third Edition, October 2002 (EPA/821-R-02-014), or a more recent

edition.

C. Quality Assurance

1.

Attachment E — MRP

Concurrent testing with a reference toxicant shall be conducled. Reference toxicant tests
shall be conducled using the same test conditions as the effluent foxicity tests (e.g., same

test duration, etc).

i either the reference toxicant test or effluent test does not meet all test acceptability criteria
(TAC) as specified in the test methods manuals (EPA/600/4-91/002 and EPA/B21-R-02-
014), then the Discharger must re-sample and re-test at the earliest time possible.

Conirol and dilution water should be receiving water or lzhoratory water, as appropriate, as

described in the manual. If the dilution water used is different from the culture waier, a
second contre! using culture water shall be used.
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D. Accelerated Monitoring and Initial Investigation TRE Trigger

1. Special Provision VI.C.2.b of the Order requires the Discharger to develop and submit for
approval an Initial Investigation TRE Workplan.

2 If the results of a toxicity test exceed the acute toxicity effluent limitations (as defined below):

Acute Toxicity:

(a) The average survival in the undiluted effluent for any three (3) consecutive 96-
hour static or continuous flow bioassay tests shall be at least 90%, and

(b) No single test shall produce less than 70% survival.

then, the Discharger shall begin the investigation and evaluation as specified in the
Dischargers's Initial Investigation TRE Workplan and begin accelerated monitering by
conducting six additionat tests, approximately svery 2 weeks, over a 12-week period. The
samples shall be collected and the tests initiated no less than 7 days apart. The Discharger
chall ensure that they receive results of a failing acute toxicity test within 24 hours of the
close of the test and the additional tests shall begin within 3 business days of the receipt of

ihe result.

. 3. If implementation of the Iniiial Investigation TRE Workplan indicates the source of toxicity
(e.q., a temporary plant upset, etc.), then the Discharger may discontinue the Initial
Investigation Toxicity Reduction Evaluation and resume routine esting frequency.

4. The first step in the Initial Investigation TRE Workplan for downsiream receiving water
toxicity can be a foxicity test protocoi designed to determine if the effluent from Discharge
Paint 004 causes or contributes to the measured downstream toxicity. If this first step in the

 Initial investigation TRE Workplan shows that the Discharge Points effluent does not cause
or contribute to downstream toxicity, using USEPA's Short Term Methods for Estimating the
Acute Toxicity of Effluents and Receiving Waters to Freshwater Organisms, Fifth Editicn,
October 2002 (EPA/821/R-02-012}, or USEPA’s Short Term Methods for Estimating the
Acute of Effluents and Receiving Waters 10 Marine and Estuarine Organisms, Third Edition,
October 2002, (EPA/821/R-02-014) then a report on this testing shall be submitted to the
Regional Water Board and the Initial Investigation TRE will be considered to be completed.
Routine testing in accordance with the MRP shall be continued thereafter.

<= » s Zm

(L]

E. TRE/TIE Trigger

1. [f the accelerated testing shows consistent toxicity as defined below:

a. -Acute Toxicity:

1) If the results of any two of the six accelerated tests are less than 90% survival, or

- 2) If the initial test and any of the additional six acute toxicity bioassay tests result in
less than 70% survival

then, the Discharger shall immediately impiement the Toxicity Reduction Evaluation (TRE)
as described bealow.
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F. Steps in TRE and TIE Procedures

Foliowing a TRE trigger, the Discharger shall initiate a TRE in accordance with the facility's
Initial Investigation TRE workplan. At a minimun, the Discharger shall use USEPA manuals
EPA/B0D/2-88/070 (industrial) or EPA/833B-09/002 (municipal) as guidance. The
Discharger shal! expeditiously develop a more detailed TRE workplan for submittal to the
Executive Officer within 30 days of the trigger, which will include, but not be limited to:

—

a. Further actions to investigate and identify the cause of toxicity;

b Actions the Discharger will take to mitigate the impact of the discharge and prevent the
recurrence of toxicity;

T

¢ Standards the Discharger will apply to consider the TRE complete and to retun to
normal sampling frequency; and,

d. A schedule for these actions.
2. The following is a stepwise approach in condugting the TRE:

a. Step 1 - Basic dala collection. Data collected for the accelerated moniforing
requirements may be used to conduct the TRE;

b. Step 2 - Evaluates optimization of the treaiment system operaticn, facility housekeeping,
and the selsction and use of in-plant process chemicals; .

c. Step 3 —If Steps 1 and 2 are unsuccessful, Step 3 implements a Toxicity ldentification

 Evaluation (TIE) by employing all reasonable efforts and using currently available TIE
methodologies. The Discharger shall use the USEPA acute manuals,
EPA/600/6-01/005F (Phase 1YEPA/B00/R-96-054 (for marine), EPA/B00/R-92/080
(Phase Il), and EPA-600/R-82/081 (Phase Ill) as guidance. The objective of the TIE is
to identify the substance or combination of substances causing the observed toxicity;

< —==p3Z

d. Step 4 — Assuming successful identification or characterization of the toxicant(s), Step 4
ovaluates final effluent treatment options;

(1]

e. Step 5 evaluates in-plant treatment options; and,

f.  Step 6 consists of confirmation once & toxicity control method has been implemented.

Many recommended TRE elements parallel source control, pollution prevention, and storm
water control program best management practices (BMPs). To prevent duplication of
efforts, evidence of implementation of these control measures may be sufficient to comply
with TRE requirements. By requiring the first steps of a TRE to be accelerated tesiing and
review of the facility's TRE workplan, a TRE may be ended in its early stages. All
reasonable steps shall be taken to reduce toxicity to the required level. The TRE may be
ended at any stage if monitoring indicates there is no longer toxicity (or six conseculive
acute toxicity test results are greater.than 90% survival).
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3.

if a TRE/TIE is initiated prior to completion of the accelerated testing schedule required by
this permit, then the accelerated testing schedule may be terminated, or used as hecessary
in performing the TRE/TIE, as determined by the Executive Officer.

Toxicity tests conducted as part of a TRE/TIE may also be used for compliance
determination, if approptiate.

The Regional Water Board recognizes that toxicity may be episodic and identification of
causes of and reduction of sources of toxicity may not be successful in all cases.
Consideration of enforcement action by the Regional Water Board will be based in part on
the Discharger's actions and efforts fo identify and contro! or reduce sources of consistent

toxdcity.

G. Reporting

1.

Attachment E — MRP
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The Discharger shall submit a full report of the toxicity test results, including any accelerated
testing conducted during the month as required by this permit. Test results shall be reported
as % survival for acute toxicity test results with the self monitoring reports (SMRY) for the

month in which the test is conducted.

If an initial investigation indicates the source of toxicity and accelerated festing is
unnecessary, then those results also shall be submitted with the SMR for the period in which

the investigation occurred.

a. The full report shall be submitted on or before the end of the month in which the SMR is
submitied.

b. The full report shall consist of (1) the. results; (2) the dales of sample collection and
initiation of each toxicity test; (3) the acute toxicity average limit.

Tast results for toxicity tests also shall be reported according ic the appropriate manual

chapter on Report Preparation and shall be attached 1o the SMR. Routine reporting shall
include, at a minimum, as applicable, for each test:

Sample date{s);

Test initiation date;

Test species; ‘

End point values for each dilufion {e.g., number of young, growth rate, percent survival);
NOEC value(s) in percent effiuent; :

|Cys, 1C2s, 1C4 and ICq values in percent effluent; :

Mean percent mortality (+standard deviation) after 06 hours in 100% effluent {if
applicable);

NOEG and LOEC values for reference toxicant test(s);

1025 value for reference toxicant tesi{s);

Any applicable charts; and
Available water guality measurements for each test (e.g., pH, D.O., temperature,

conductivity, hardness, salinity, ammonia).

— ‘;-\—'—' Fald

The Discharger shall provide a compliance summary, which includes a summary table of
toxicity data from all samples collected during that year.

E-11

J

<= =pHZo-

(G)

LY



ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO. R4-2007-XXX

NPDES NO. CADDES712

The Discharger shall notify by telephone or electronically, this Regional Water Board of any

toxicity exceedance of the limit within 24 hours of receipt of the results fo

lowed by a written

report within 14 calendar days of receipt of the resuits. The verbal or electronic notification
shall include the exceedance and the plan the Discharger has taken or will take to

investigate and correct the cause(s) of toxicity.

It may alsc include a status report on any

actions required by the permit, with & schedule for actions not yet completed. [f no actions

- have been taken, the reasons shall be given.

V!, LAND DISCHARGE MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

Not Applicable.

VI, RECLAMATION MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

Naot Applicable.
VI, RECEIVING WATER MONITORING REQUIREMENTS - SURFACE WATER

A. Monitoring Location Upsfream: RSW-001

1. The Discharger shall monitor Los Angeles Inner Harbor at RSW-001 as follows:

Table E-4. Receiving Water Monitoring Requirements at Monitoring Location RSW-001

<= =P —a2ZmH

- Parameter " Sample Type - [/, Minimum Sampli uired Analytical -
e ‘ R i Fréguency ‘et Method:.
nH s.U. Grab’ 1/Quarter 2° :
Temperature oF Grab +/Quarter >* ‘
Fecal Coliform MPN/100m! Grab' 1/Quarter © ’
——- 7
,_?(r)rg?c()g;a[\ll\)lﬂrogen, - mgll- Grab’ 1/Quarter >®
Dissolved Oxygen mg/L Grab' 1/Quarter™® !
Salinity ppt Grab 1/Year® ‘
Priority Follutants ° pg/L Grab 1Year f

Samples shall be obtained within ten centimeters of the surface.

2
3

Must be sampled during periods of discharge or within 12 hours of storm water discharge.
Must be sampled during periods of discharge or within 12 hours of hydrostatic test water discharge.

(L]

4 Pollutants shall be anatyzed using the analytical methods described in 40 CFR Part 136; for priority

poliutants the methods must meet the low
and included as Attachment H. Where no methods are spec

approved by this Regional Water Board or the State Water Board.

5 Receiving water pH, salinity, temperat
priority pollutants analysis.
Pricrity Pollutants as defined by the California Toxics Rule

and Discharge Reguirements of this Order, and included as Aitachment .

Attachment E — MRP

est minimum levels (MLs) specified in Attachment 4
ified for a given pollutant, the methods must be
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B. Menitoring Location Downstream: RSW-002

1. The Discharger shall monitor Los Angeles Inner Harbor at RSW-002 as follows:

Table E-5. Receiving Water Monitoring Requirements at Monitoring Location RSW-002

“Parameter-: - 0 | “Unitse e Sample Type' . ‘Minimum Sampling:: I Required Analytical;
ran I R I vt Tt iE oyl Hi Frequengy S Test Method i b
pH 5., Grab’ 1/Quarter”® 4
Temperature oF Grab 1/Quarter ¢
Dissolved Oxygen mg/L Grab’ 4/Quarter™ 4
?22??2‘83!\?;‘”098“ mgiL Grab' 1/Quarter®® 4
Fecal Coliform MPN/100ml Grab' 1/Quarter® !

Samples shal! be obtained within ten centimeters of the surface.
2 Must be sampled during periods of discharge or within 12 hours of storm water discharge.
! Must be sampled during periods of discharge or within 12 hours of hydrostatic test water discharge.
4 pollutants shall be analyzed using the analytical methods described in 40 CFR Part 136.

C. Visual Monitoring of Upstream and Downstream Receiving Water Sampling Points

1. A visual observation station shail be established in the vicinity of the Discharge Point 004 to
" the recelving water Los Angeles Inner Harbor.

2 General observations of the receiving water shall be made at each discharge point when
discharges ocour. During months of no discharge, the receiving water observations shall be
made on a monthly basis. All receiving water ohservations shall be reported in the quarterly
monitoring report. If no discharge occurred during the observation period, this shall be
reported. Observations shall be descriptive where applicable, such that colors, approximate
amounts, or types of materials are apparent. The following observations shall be made:

Tidal stage, time, and date of rﬁonitoring
Woeather conditions

Color of water ‘

Appearance of oil films or grease, or flcatable materials
Extent of visible turbidity or color paiches _
Direction of {idal flow 3
Description of odor, if any, of the receiving water S

Presence and activity of California Least Tern and California Brown Pelican.

== > 2Zmo-
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[X. OTHER MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
"A. Effluent/Receiving Watei' Monitoring for 2,3,7,8-TCDD Congeners.

_ The Discharger is also required to conduct effluent water monitoring at Discharger Points 001,
002, and 003, and receiving water monitoring at RSW-001 for the presence of the 2,3,7,8-
tetrachiorodibenzo-p-dioxin (TCDD or Dioxin) congeners. The monitoring shall be a grab
sample during discharge (once during the wet weather and once during dry weather) for two
years (during the 2™ year and 4" vear of the permit). The 2,3,7,8-TCDD and the 16 congeners
are listed in the Table below. The Discharger is reguired to calculate Toxic Eguivalence (TEQ) for
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gach congener by multiplying

Equivalence Factors {TEF) provided below.

Monitoring data shall be submitied in accordance w

this M&RP.

its analyiical concentration by the appropriate Toxicity

Congeners

TEF |

2,3.7,8-tetra CDD

1.0

1,2.3,7,8-penta CDD

1.0

1,2,3,4,7,8-hexa CDD

0.1

1,2,3,6,7,8-hexa CDD

0.1

1,2,3,7,8,8-hexa CDD

0.1

4,2,3,4,6,7,8-hepta COD

0.01

Octa CDD

0.0001

2,3,7 8-tetra CDF

0.1

1,2,3,7,8-penta CDF

0.05

2,3 4,7,8-penta CDF

G.5

1,2,3,4,7,8-hexa CDF

0.1

1,2,3,6,7,8-hexa CDF

0.1

1 ,2:3:7.18,9-h8)(8 CDF

0.1

2.3.4,6,7,8-hexa CDF

0.1

1,2,3,4,6,7,8-hepta CDF

0.01

4,2,3,4,7,8,8-hepta CDF

0.01

Octa CDF

0.0001

ith the reporting schedule in Section X.B. of

B. SWPPP, BMPP, and Spill Contingency Plan Status and Effectiveness Report

1. As required under Special
updated SWFPP, BMPP,

Pravision VI.C.3 of this Order, the Discharger shall submit an
and Spill Contingency Plan to the Executive. .Officer of the .

Regional Water Board for approval within 90 days of the effective date of this permit

2. Annually the Discharger shall report the s
of the SWPPP, BMPP, and Spill Caontinge
VI.C.3 of this Order.
reviewed at a minimum once per year an
potential sources of p
are addressed in the
revisions to the SWPPP, BMPP, and
the annual report required under Attac

tatus of the implementation and the effectiveness
ney Plan Status reguired under Special Provision

The SWPPP, BMPP, and Spill Contingency Plan Status shall be

X. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

d updated as needed o ensure all actual or
ollutanis in wastewater and storm water discharged from the facility
SWPPP, BMPP, and Spill Contingency Plan Status. All changes or
Spill Contingency Plan Status will be summarized in
hment E, Menitoring and Reporting, Section X.D.

A. General Monitoring and Reporting Requirements

1. The Discharger shall comply with all Standard Provisions (Attachment D) related 1o
monitoring, reporting, and recordkeeping.

2 FFthere is no discharge during any reporting period, the report shall s0 state.

Aftachment E — MRP
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3.

5.

B. Self Monitoring Reports (SMRs)

1.

_ using USEPA-approved test methods or other test methods specified in this Order.

Table E-6.

Each monitoring report shall contain a separate section fitled “Summary of Non-Compliance”
which discusses the compliance record and corrective actions fzken or planned that may be
needed to bring the discharge into full compliance with waste discharge requirements. This
section shall clearly list all non-compliance with waste discharge requirements, as well as all

axcursions of effluent limitations.

The Discharger shall inform the Regional Water Board well in advance of any proposed
construction activity that could potentially affect compliance with applicable requirements.

The Discharger shall report the results of acute toxicity testing, TRE and TIE as required in
the Attachment E, Monitoring and Reporting, Section V.F.

At any time during the term of this permit, the State or Regional Water Board may notify the
Discharger to electronically submit SMRs. Until such notification is given, the Discharger
shall submit SMRs in accordance with the requirements described below.

The Discharger shall submit quarterty SMRs including the results of all required monitoring

Quarterly reports shali be due on May 1, August 1, November 1, and February 1 foliowing
each calendar guarter.

Monitoring periods and reporting for all required monitering shall be completed according to
the following schedule:

Monitoring Periods and Reporting Schedule Discharge Points 001- 003

i Sampling: . Monitoring Period Begins On
Fl’equency‘ IR - I B H'. PR .

M nitqring'Péri_cid.

.+ .SMR Due Date; |

| 1/ Discharge Event

N | . - . Fi;‘lstpc.‘iéy of éécondl

First discharge ﬂ?llowmg the effective Permit term , salendar month

date of the permit : : Lo T . .
following sampling

S > o Z

January 1 through March 31 May 1

)

Closest of January 1, April 1, July 1 . ;
. : 2| April 1 through June 30 August 1
1/ Querter ggfgcz}sg?jra:efollowmg (or on) permit July 1 through September 30 November 1
October 1 through December 31 February 1
1} sermiannual Closest of January 1 or July 1 January 1 through June 30 August 1
following (or on) December 9, 2008 July 1 through December 31 February 1
4/ Year January 1 following (or on) perm t January 1 through December 31 |February 1

effeciive date

4.

The Discharger shall report with each sample result the applicable Minimum Level (ML) and
the current Method Detection Limit (MDL), as determined by the procedure in 40 CFR § 136.

The Discharger shall arrange all reported data in a tabular format. The data shall be
summarized 1o clearly illustrate whether the facility is operating in compliance with interim
andfor final effluent lmitaticns. Where applicabie, the Discharger shall include results of

receiving water observations.

Each monitoring report shall state whether or not there was any change in the discharge as
described in the Order during the reporting period. :

Attachment E — MRP E-15
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7. The Discharger shall attach a cover letfer to the SMR. The information contained in the
cover letter shall clearly identify violations of the WDRs; discuss corrective actions taken or
planned; and the proposed time schadule for corrective actions. Identified violations must
include a description of the requirement that was violated and a description of the violation.

8. SMRs must be submitted to the Regional Water Board, signed and certified as reguired by
the standard provisions (Attachment D), to the address listed below:

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region

320 W. 4" Strest, Suite 200

Los Angeles, CA 090013

]

]

L]

C. Discharge Monitoring Reports (DMRs)

L

1 As described in Section X.B.1 of this MRP, at any time during the term of this permit, the
State or Regional Water Board may notify the discharger 1o electronically submit DMRs.
Until such notification is given, the Discharger shall submit DMRs in accordance with the

requirements described below. T
5 DMRs must be signed and certified as required by the standard provisions (Attachment D).
The Discharge shall submit the original DMR and one copy of the DMR to ths address listed
below: A
. : FedEx/UPS/
Standard Mal Other Private Carriers T
Siate Water Resources Control Board State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Water Quality . Division of Water Quality
c/oc DMR Processing Center c/o DMR Processing Center
PO Box 100 : 1001 | Street, 15th Floor
" Sacramento, CA 85812-1000 Sacramento, CA 85814 _
3. All discharge monitoring results must be reperted on the official USEPA pre—prihted DMR \/ :

forms (EPA Form 3320-1). Forms that are self-generated or modified cannoi be accepted
unless they follow the exact same format of EPA Form 3320-1. 7 1

(Ll

D. Other Reports

1. Within 80 days of the effective date of this permit, the Discharger is reguired to submit the
following o the Regional Water Board:

Initial Investigation TRE workplan
Updated SWPPP

Updated BMPP

Spilt Contingency Plan

aoow

2. By March 1 of each year, the Discharger shall submit an annual report fo the Regional
Water Board. The report shall contain the following:

a. Both tabular and graphical summaries of the monitoring data obtained during the
previous year, '
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b. A discussion on the compliance record and the corrective actions taken or planned o
bring the discharge into full compliance with the waste discharge reguirements,

c. A report discussing the following: 1) operation/maintenance probiems; 2} changes to the
facility operations and activities; 3) potential discharge of the pollutants associated with
the changes and how these changes are addressed in the BMPP; 3) calibration of flow
meters or cther eguipment/device used fo demonstrate compliance with effluent

limitations of this Order.

d. A report summarizing the quantities of all chemicals, listed by both trade and chemical
names, which are used at the facility and which are discharged or have the potential to
be discharged (See Section IX.B of the MRP, Attachment E).

e. A report on the status of the implementation and the effectiveness of the SWPPP,
BMPP, and Spill Contingency Plan.

3 As discussed in Section VIILE of the MRP, Attachment E, the Discharger shall submit fo the
Regional Water Board, together with the first monitoring report required by this permit; a list
of all chamicals and proprietary additives which could affect this waste discharge, including
quantities of each. Any subseguent changas in types and/or quantities shall be reported

promptly.

4. |f the Discharger wishes to participate in a coordinated receiving water, biomonitoring, and
sadiment monitoring program with other dischargers to the Los Angeles Inner Harbor, then,
as discussed in Section VIILF of the MRP, Attachment E, the Discharger shall submit a
report seeking approval of the Regional Water Board. '

5. This Regional Water Board requires the Discharger to file with the Regional Water Board,
within 90 days after the effective date of this Order, a technical report on his preventive
(failsafe) and contingency (cleanup) plans for controlling accidenta! discharges, and for
minimizing the effect of such evenis. The technical report should:

a. |dentify the possible sources of accidental loss, unireated waste bypass, and
contaminated drainage. Loading and storage areas, power outage, waste treatment unit
outage, and failure of process equipment, tanks and pipes should be considered.

b, Evaiuate the effectiveness of present facilities and procedures and state when they
become operational.

c. Describe facilities and procedures needed for effective preventive and conﬁngency'
plans. '

d. Predict the effectiveness of the proposed facilities and procedurss and provide an
implementation schedule contingent interim and final dates when they will be
constructed, implemented, or operational.

This Regicnal Water Board, after review of the technical report, may gstablish conditions
which it deems necessary to control accidental discharges and to minimize the effects of
such events. Such conditions may be incorporated as part of this Order, upon notice to the

Discharger.
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ATTACHMENT F — FACT SHEET

As described in Section |l of this Order, this Fact Sheet includes the legal requirements and technical
rationale that serve as the basis Tor the requirements of this Order.

This Order has been prepared under a standardized format 1o accommodate a broad range of
discharge requirements for Dischargers in California. Only those sections of subsections of this Order
that are specifically identified as “not applicable” have been datermined not to apply to this Discharger.
Sections or subsections of this Order not specifically identified as "mot applicable” are fully applicable to

this Discharger.
. PERMIT INFORMATION

The foliowing table summarizes administrative information related to the Facility.

Table F-1. Facility Information

WDID

48192023002

Discharger

Ultramar, Inc. (a Valero Energy Corporation Company]

Name of Facility

Wilmingion Marine Tarminal Berth 164

Facility Address

961 La Paloma Avenue

Wilmington, CA 90744

Los Angeles County

Facility Contact, Title and
Phone

Shirin Mandegari, Staff Environmental Engineer, (562) 481 — 6636

Authorized Person to Sign
and Submit Reports

Jason Lee, Refinery Health, Safety and Environm gntal Director
(562) 495 — 5421 '

Mailing Address

P.0. Box 93102, Long Beach, CA 80808

Billing Address

SAME

Type of Facility

Industrial (SIC code: 4463)

Major or Minor Facility Minor
Threat to Water Quality 3
Complexity C
Pretreatment Program N

Reclamation Requirements

Not Applicable

Facility Permitted Flow

1.02 million gallons per day (MGD)

Facility Design Flow

Not Applicabie

Watershed

Dominguez Channel and Los Angeles/Long Beach Harbors

Receiving Water

Los Angeles Inner Harbor

Receiving Water Type

Coastal Surface Water

A. Ultramar, Inc., a Valero Energy Corporation Company {hereinafter Discharger), is the operator
of the Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 164 (hereinafter Facility) a bulk sforage and
distribution facility that receives and ships crude petroleum and refined products by pipeline,

marine vessels and trucks.

For purposes of this Order, references io the

“Discharger” or "permittee” in applicable federal

and state laws, regulations, plans, or policy are held to be equivaleni to references o the

Discharger herein.

Attachment FV—- Fact Sheet
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B. The Faciiity discharges wastewater io the Los Angeles Inner Harbor, Slip No. 1 (referred as

Attachment F — Fact Sheet

Battery 1 by the Discharger), a water of the United States, both directly and via a storm drain
and is currently regulated by Order R4-2002-0029 which was adopted on January 24, 2002, and
expired on December 10, 5006. The terms and conditions of the current Order have been
administratively extended and remain in effect until new Waste Discharge Requirements and

NPDES permit are adopted pursuant to this Order.

The Discharger filed a Report of Waste Discharge (ROWD) and submitted an application for
renewal of its Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) and National Poliutant Discharge
Eiimination System (NPDES) permit. An original application was submitted on June 13, 2006.
The application was revised on June 29, 2006, and July 6, 2006. A site visit was conducted on
January 18, 2007, to observe operations and collect additional data to develop permit limitations

and conditions.

. FACILITY DESCRIPTION

Ultramar, Inc. is the owner and operator of the Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 164. The
Facility is located on a property known as Mormon lsland. The Facility serves as a bulk storage
and distribution facility for Ultramar's Wilmington Refinery, and is connected to the Refinery by
pipelines. The Facility receives and ships crude petroleum and refinad products by pipeline,
marine vessels, and trucks. The Facility includes & dock, two separate unloading rack areas, a
fired heater area, a warehouse, control house, offices, and 2 five-parcel tank farm. Each tank
farm is surrounded by a 12-foot high concrete containment wall.  There are 15 petroleum
storage tanks and 4 slop oil storage tanks. The Facility occupies approximately 8 acres. most of
which is unpaved. Attachment C depicts the major structures of the Facility.

The Facility borders Wickland Oil Company’s marine terminal 1o the north and U.S. Borax’s
marine terminat to the south. Parcel 1 is \ocated west of La Paloma Avenue. Parcel 1 is
approximately 1.2 acres, consisting of three oil sterage tanks and fwo slop tanks. The ofl
storage tank volumes range in capacily from approximately 11,000 barrels to 40,000 barrels.
Pareel 2 is located west of La Paloma Avenug, and occupies 0.7 acres, consisting of two oil
storage tanks. The tank volumes are approximately 30,000 barrels. Parcel 3 is located east of
[a Paloma Avenue and south of Hermosa Strest, and with total area of approximately 2 acres,
consisting of four oil storage tanks and two slop oil tanks. The oil storage tank volumes are
approximately 67,000 barrels. Parcels 4 and 5 are located east of La Paloma Avenue and north
of Hermosa Street, with fotal area of approximately 3.2 acres, consisting of 6 oil storage tanks.
The tank volumes range in capacity from approximately 42,000 barrels to 120,000 barrels.

Description of Wastewater and Biosolids Treatment or Confrols

The treatment systems consist of oil-water separators. The separaiors are designed to remove
sediment, petroleum compounds and grease picked-up by the storm water runoff. Parcels 1
and 2 share an oil-water separator, Parcel 3 has a dedicated oil-water separator and Parceis 4
and 5 have a shared oil-water separator.,  Storm water ot the terminal is mostly accumulated
within the tank farm containment walls and conveyed to the storm water managem ent sysiem.
Storm water is discharged through Discharge Peints 001, 002, and 003 (see table on cover
page) to the Los Angeles Inner Harbor, Battery 1, a water of the United States, within a coastal
Watershed, via a storm drains on La Paloma Avenus.

Hydrocarbons which are collected in the sumps are transferred by level-activaied pumps
through a system of pipes to the primary slop oil tanks in Parcel 3 {e.g., Tanks 95-TK-1 and 9%-
TK-2). These tanks normally receive all of the siop oil in the system and are interconnected fo

F-4



ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO, R4-2007-XXX

NPDES NO. CACDSE719

fill simultaneously. il and rainwater in these tanks is transferred by pipe or vacuum truck to
secondary slop oil tanks in Parcel 1 (e.g., Tank 99-TK-7301 and Tank 93-TK-7302). The
secondary tanks augment overall system capadcity, ang provide additional capacity during major
starms. The slop oil is then transferred via pipeline to the Uitramar's Wilmington Refinery slop
oil system. At the refinery, slop oil is recycled and processed for product recovery.

Storm water is discharged from the oil-water separators at a controlled rate, after testing
determines that the storm water meets permit effiuent limitations. Discharge volumes for each
outfall are calculated based on the surface area of the tank farm and the amount of precipitation
measured at the site. Estimates of the areas of impervious surfaces drained to each outfall, and
an estimate of the total surface area drained by the outfall, are as follows:

Outfall Number Area of Impervious Surface Total Area Drained
001 0.8 acres 1.9 acres
002 .7 acres ‘ 2 acres
003 1.5 acres 3.2 acres

in addition to storm water, hydrostatic test water is generated from integrity testing of new or
rehabilitated pipes and petroleum storage tanks and discharged from the Facility. During repair
and maintenance activities, hydrostatic test water is stored in the storage ianks prior to
discharge. Unftreated hydrostatic sest water is discharged using temporary hoses from each
narcel of the Facility directly through Discharge Point 004 (see table on cover page} into the Los
Angeles inner Harbor, Battery 1. According to the ROWD, the discharge of hydrostatic test
water from integrity testing of new or rehabilitated pipes and petroleum storage tanks occurred

in January 2004 and June 2005.

During the discharge of storm water, hydrostatic test water is not discharged through the
discharge points. During the discharge of hydrostatic test water, storm water is not discharged

through the discharge points.

The ROWD (USEPA Form 2E) states the maximum daily discharge flow rate is 1,019,214 gpd
(approximately 1.02 MGD).

B. Discharge Points and Receiving Waters

In Parcel 1, sloping ground directs the storm water to a drain and sump. From the sump in
Parcel 1, storm water is then pumped to ihe oil-water separator. In Parcel 2, sloping ground
and one trench directs storm water tc the same oil-water separator. Discharge Point 001 is
located after the final chamber of this oil water separator and discharges into the storm drain on
La Paloma Avenue (Latitude 33°, 457, 33" Norih, Longitude 1189, 167, 02" West), and into the

Battery 1, Los Angeles Inner Harhor.

In Parcel 3, storm water drains through a network of area drains. Each tank has a separate,
limited containment wall of appreximately 2 feet high. Separate drains in each area connect fo
the oil-water separator located in the northwest comer. As of 20086, the facility had installed
permanent piping, but is currently using a portable pump and temporary piping to pump the
ireated storm water into the Slop Tank 99-TK-1 in Parcel 3 and then to the Refinery for
treatment before being discharge to the County Sanitation District of Los Angeles Waste
Treatment Plant. The Facility plans on uging the permanent pipe system in the future.
Discharge Point 002 is located after the final chamber of this oll waler separator and discharges
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into the storm drain on La Paloma Avenue (Latitude 33° 45°, 33" North, Longitude 118°, 157,
57" Wast), and subsequently into the Battery 1, Los Angeles Inner Harbor.

As of 2006, the Facility ceased discharges from Discharge Poinis 001 and 002. Storm water
ftom Parcels 1, 2 and 3 is pumped fo Slop Tank 99-TK-1 in Parcel 3, and then directed to the
Ultramar's Wilmington Refinery for treatment prior to being gischarged to the sanitary sewer
(County Sanitation District of Los Angeles Waste Treatment Plant). However, the Discharger
would like to retain the authority to continue discharges of storm water through Discharge Points

001, and 002, if necessary, and if all applicable effluent fimitations are met.

In Parcels 4 and 5, sform water accumulates into the storm drains which all drain into the oil-
water separator on the west side of the parcel. Storm water from Parcels 4 and 5 is discharged
from the oil-water separator through Discharge Point 003 to the La Paloma Avenue siorm drain
(Latitude 33°, 45°, 31" North, Longitude 1480, 167, 04" West), which then discharges into Battery

1. Los Angeles Inner Harbor.

As stated previously, untreated hydrostatic test water is dischérged using temporary hoses from
sach parcel of the Facllity directly through Discharge Point 004 {Latitude 33°, 457, 31" North,
Longitude 118°, 167, 04 Waest) into Battery 1, Los Angeles Inner Harbor.

C. Summary of Existing Requirements and self-Monitoring Report {SMR) Data

Separate effiuent limitations are contained in the existing Order for storm water and hydrostatic
testing wastewater discharges from Discharge Points 001, 002, 002 and 0D4. Discharges of
storm water and hydrostatic test water are prohibited from being discharged concurrently.
Effuent limitations and representative monitoring data from the term of the previcus Order are

summarized in Table F-2a through F-2g, helow.

Table F-2a. Summary of Effluent Limitations (Order No. R4-2002-0029) and SMR Reporting for
Discharge Point 001 (Storm Water)

ey Monitoring Data
Parameter Effluent Limitation (From 11/10/02 To 6/ 0/06)
{units} Average Maximum Range of Reported
Monthly Daily Concentrations
Conventional Pollutants
Oil and Grease '
(mglL) 10 15 <f1.0-»‘13
oH (s.U.) -— — 8.47 —9.69
TSS (mgll.) - - 3.2-360
Priority Pollutants
Antimony (pg/L) — e ND-2.59 .
Arsenic {ug/L) — - ND —17.5
| Beryliium (pgiL) -—- - ND — 0.460
Cadmium {ug/L) —_ -—- ND - 0.538
Chromium, Total
! - —— ND —15
{(pg/L)
Chromium (I} ND
— — —8.44
(ngiL)
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T Monitoring Data
parameter Effluent Limitation (From 11/10/02 To 6/10/06)
{(units) Average Maximum Range of Reported
Monthly Daily Concentrations
Chromium (V1)
- - ND - 0.42
{uglt)
Cepper (pg/l) - - 13 - 91
Lead (pg/L) — — 2.72 -290
Mercury {ug/L) - — ND — 0.448
Nicke! (pa/L) —- -— 29-18
Selenium (pg/l) - - ND —-5.2
Silver (pgll) - -— ND —0.505
Thallium (pg/L) — — ND —3.77
Zinc (pg/L) - - 87 —1,500
Benzene (pg/l} — - ND — C.41
Chlorodihromome
thane (po/L) o . ND -D.64
Dichlerobromome
thane (pg/L) - o ND —0.42
Ethylbenzene
— e ND — 1

(Ba/L)
Toluene {pgil) - -— ND —0.46
Bis(2-
Ethylhexyl)Phthal - - - ND-21
ate (pg/l)
Non-Conventional Pollutants
Acute Toxicity (% | I
Survival) - ! - 0-100
Phenolic ‘
Compounds, - 1.0 ND —0.1
Total (mg/L) ' _ '
Conductivity _
{(mSlcm) - - 69 - 530
Temperature (°F} — T e 50 - 61
Total Organic
Carbon (mglL) - - 2329
Ammonia, Total '
(as N) (mgiL) - o ND —1.4
Phenols, Total _
(mglL) - — ND —C.1
Xylenes, Total

’ ND — 0.69
{mg/L) J

" No effluent limitation is applicable.
T Average survival in effluent for any three consecutive 98-hour stafic or continuous flow

bicassay tests shall be at least 90%, with no single test producing  less  than 70%
survival, '
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Table F-2b. Summary of Effluent Limitations (
Discharge Point 002 (Storm Water)

’» Parameter

Effluent Limitation

Monitoring Data
(From 11/10/02 To 4/28/05)

{units) Average Maximum Range of Reported
Monthly Daily Concentrations
Conventional Pollutants
Oil and Grease
(ngil) 10 15 ND -8
pH (s.u.) — e 6.23—9.73
T55 {mgl/L) - - ND — 220
Priority Pollutants
Arsenic (pg/L} -— - ND —10
Beryllium {pg/L) -— — ND — 0.224
Cadmium {pg/L) -— — ND — 0.607
Chromium, Total
' — - 1.1-11

(hgL)
Chromium (I}

1.42 - 7.64
(horL)
Chromium (V1)

ND -- 0.37
(Hg/l)
Copper {(pg/l-) - e 9.1-87
Lead (ug/l) - — 2.83-250
Mercury (pg/L) -— - ND —~0.14
Nickel (pg/L) — —n 3124
Selenium. {Hg/L) — -— ND - 20
Thallium (pg/L) — — ND - 5.05
Zinc (pg/l) — 86 — 1,200
Renzene (pa/L) — — ND - 0.52
Chlorodibromome
thane (pg/L) - - ND -0.6
Dichlorobromome
thane (pg/L) - - ND — 0.4
Ethylbenzene :

- -— ND —0.38
(wg/L)
Toluene (pg/L) -— - ND — 1,400
Bis(2-
Ethyihexyl)Phthal — - ND — 24
ate (ug/L)
Non-Conventional Pollutants
Acute Toxicity (%
Survival) - 1 57 ~100
Phenolic
Compounds, — 1.0 «0.1*
Total (mg/L) .

Aftachment F — Fact Sheet
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ORDER NO.-R4-2007-XXX
NPDES NO. CAQ055718

Parameter

Effluent Limitation

Monitoring Data

(From 11/10/02 To 4/28/06)

(mght.)

(units) Average Maximum Range of Reporied
Monthly Daily Concentrations

Conductivity
(mS/cm) - - 42~ 600
Temperature {(°F) - -— 52 -84
Total Organic
Carbon {mg/L) ND - 33
Ammonia, Total _
{as N) (mg/l) - - ND —8.1
Xylenes, Total . . ND — 1.7

" No effluent limitation is applicable.

1 average survival in effluent for any
bipassay tests shall be at jeast 90%,

survival.

2 Al} reported values were non-detect.

Table F-2c. Summary of Effiuent Limitations (Order No. R4-2002-00

Discharge Point 003 (Storm Water)

three consecutive 86-hour static or contin
with no single test producing less than 70%

Effluent Limitation

Monitoring Data

{From 11/10/02 To 4/28/06)

Zinc (pg/l)

Parameter
{units) Average Maximum Range of Reported
Monthly Daily Concentrations
Conventional Pollutants
Oil and Grease
(ma/L) 10 15 ND ~ 11
pH (s.u.) —- - £,47 —9.22
TSS (mall) - - 4320
Priority Pollutants
Arsenic (Hg/L) - - ND~9.9
Reryllium (pa/L) - - ND — 0.206
Cadmium {pa/L) — — ND —2.48
Chromium, Total
’ - -— 1.74 14
(ail)
Chromium (V)
— — ND —-0.29
(pgfl)
Copper {pg/L) —- mn 12 -97.4
Lead (pg/L) - — 2.95-140
Mercury (pg/L) — - ND —0.505
Nickel (pa/L) - — 2.6-18
Selenium (porll) -— — ND —4.68
Silver (pg/L}) - - ND - 0.414
Thallium (po/L) - -— CND-—5.21
95 — 1,400

Attachment F — Fact Sheet
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o Monitoring Data
Parameter Effluent Limitation (From 11/10/02 To 4/28/06)
(units) Average Maximum Range of Reported
Monthly Daily Concentrations

Benzene (pg/L) - -— ND — 0.43

Chlorodibromome

thane (pgil) - - ND - 0.58

Dichlorcbromome

thane (pg/L) - - ND —0.43

Ethylbenzene

- -— ND —0.38

(Wa/L)

Toluene (pall) - — ND —0.86

Bis(2-

Ethylhexyl)Phthal — - ND - 20

ate (pg/l)

di-n-Butyl '

Phihalate (ug/L) - ND-1.2

Non-Conventional Pollutants

Acutie Toxicity (% _

Survival) 1 70—100

Phenolic

Compounds, - 1.0 <0.1?

Total (mg/L)

Conductivity

(mS/em) -— - 43 - 9,500

Temperature (°F) — - 52— 58

Total Organic . . 211

Carbon {mg/L} ‘ '

Ammonia, Total . :

(as N) (mglL) —- - ND —0.54

Xylenes, Total -, h T
lﬂg ) - - ND - 1.1

"' No effluent limitation is applicable. .
' average survival in effluent for any three consecutive 98-hour static or continuous flow

bioassay iests shall be at least 90%, with no single test producing less than 70% survival.
2 )l reported values were non-detect. ‘

Table F-2d. Summary of Effluent Limitations (Order No. R4-2002-0029) and SMR Reporting for
Discharge Point 004 (Hydrostatic Test Water) '

Vonitoring Data |

Parameter Effiuent Limitation (From 12/8/03 to 6/22/05)
(units) Average_‘ Maximum | Range of Reported
Monthly Daily Concentrations
Conventional Polfutants
Biochemical
Oxygen Demand 20 30 Al ND!

(BOD) (5-day @
20 Deg. C) (mg/L)
Cil and Grease 10 45 ND — 920

| (mglL)
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N Monitoring Data
B Parameter Effluent Limitation (From 12/8/03 to 6/22/05)
{units} Average Maximum Range of Reported
Monthly Daily Concentrations

oH (s.U.) B5—85 7.68 — 8.31 R
TSS (mgil) 50 75 ND —13
Priority Pollutants

Copper (Hg/L) 2.9 5.8/ 16° 0.41-5.1
Lead (pail) - 50 All ND
Mercury {g/L) -— 2 AllND
Nicke! (Hg/L) — — ND — 3.3
Zinc (pg/l) 47 85 ND — 0.54
Benzene (po/l) — 1.0 All ND
Bromoform (pgil) - —_ 41-99
Chlorodibromome
‘thane (Hg/L) - 13 -20
Chloroform -— — f.5—18
Dichlorobromome

thane (g/L) - 14-20
Toluene (pofl) —- — ND — 0.63
Naphthalene

— ND — 40

(vo/l}

Phenanthrene

— — ND —10

(HolL)

Non-Conventional Pollutants

Acutg Toxicity (% . 3 100*
Survival)

Chlorine, Total

Residual (mg/L) 0.1 ND ~ 1.5
Settleable Solids '

(miiL) : 0.1 0.3 All ND
Sulfide, Total

(mgiL) - 1.0 All ND
Temperature (°F) — 100 100
Turbidity (NTU) 50 75 1.4-6.8
Xylenes, Total L
(mglL) - - ND—1.4
2-methyl

Naphthalene - - ND-- 55

"' No effuent limitation is applicable.
1 all reported values were non-detect.

2 The current Order contains 8 perfor
® average survival in effluent for &

hicassay tests shall be at least 80%,
* Only one monitoring result was reporte

Attachment F — Fact Shest
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ny three consecu
with no single test pro
d on June 14, 2005.

_basad interim limitation for copper.

tive @6-hour static or conti
ducing less than 70% survival.
Therefore, no range is reporied.

nuous flow
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WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO. R4-2007-XXX

NPDES NO. CADDE5718

Order No. R4-2002-0029 also required the Discharger to monitor for the presence of the
17 congeners of 2,3,7,8—tetrachlorod1benzo—p—dioxin (TCDD or dioxin) equivalents.

Table F-2e. Summary of the Toxic Equivanlency Factors (TEFs) Congeners for 2,3,7,8-TCDD
Equivalents and SMR Reporting for Discharge Point 001 (Storm Water)

4™ Quarter 2003
Congeners TEFs' (ugil)

2.3.7,8-tetra CDD 10 24X10°

1 2,3,7,8-penta COD 1.0 57 X10*
1.2.3.4,7,8-hexa CDD 0.1 4.8 X10"
1.2.3,6,7,8-hexa CDD 0.1 5.3 X10
12.3,7,8,9-hexa CDD 0.1 6.5 X10°
1.2,3,4,6,7,8-nepta COD | 0.01 5.5 X10°
Octa CDD 0.0001 1,43 X107
2.3,7,8-tetra CDF 0.1 3.1 X107
12,3.7,8-penta CDF 0.05 53 X107
2,3,4,7,8-penta CDF 0.5 4.5 X10°
12.3,4,7,8-hexa CDF 0.1 28 X10°
12.73,6.7,8-hexa CDF 0.1 4.7 X410
12.3.7,8,0-nexa CDF 0.1 6.7 X107
2 3,4.6,7,8-hexa CDF 0.1 41 X107
1.2,3,46,7,8-hepta COF | 0.01 50x10°
12.3,4,7,8,9-hepta COF | 801 3.8 X10™
Octa CDF 00007 | 83Xi0"

The toxic equivalence (TEQ) is calciated by multiplying the concentration by the
appropriate TEFs.

The 4™ Quarier 2002 monitoring report showed concentrations for Octa CDD of
0.000000053 (5.3 X10®) pg/l- and the 1% Quarter 2004 showed 1,2,3,4,6,7,8-Hepta CDD of -
1.4 X 0% pg/l, 1,2,3,4,6,7,8-Hepta CDF of 4.8 X10® pgiL, and Octa CDD of 8.4 X107 pg/L.

Table F-2f, Summary of the Toxic Equivanlency Factors (TEFs) Congeners for 2,3,7,8-TCDD
Equivalents and SMR Reporting for Discharge Point 002 (Storm Water)

1% Quarter 2004
Congeners TEFs’ {Ha/L)

2.3,7,6-tetra CDD 1.0 <1.56 X107
1.0.3,7,8-penta CDD 1.0 <8.0X10"
12.3,4.7,8-nexa CDD 0.1 <1.4X%10°
12,3,6,7,8-hexa CDD 0.1 <1.2 X107
1.0,3,7,8,0-hexa CDD 0.1 <1.4%107°
72.3,46,7,6-hepta CDD | _0.01 3.4 X107

Octa CDD 0.0001 2.2 X10°

23,7 8-tetra CDF 04 <1.4 X107
12,3,7,8-penta CDF 0.05 < 8.0 X107
23.4.7,8-penta CDF 0.5 <14 X107
12,3,4,7,8-hexa CDF 0.1 <9.0X10™
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Table F-29.

Attachment F — Fact Sheet

ﬁ’—d_(’?rauarter 2004
Congeners TEFs' {pg/l)

1.2,3.6,7,6-hexa COF 0.1 < 8.0 X10

172.3,7,8,9-hexa CDF 0.1 < 1.0 X107

53,4.6,7,8-hexa CDF 0.1 <90 X107

12,3 46,7,8-nepta CDF | 0.01 <11 X10°

123 ,4.7,80-hepta CDF | 0.0 <1.6X10°

Octa CDF 0.0001 <2.9X10°
T The toxic equivalence {TEQ) is caiculated by multiplying the concentration by the

appropriate TEFs.

Summary of the Toxic Equivaniency Factors (TEFs) Congeners for 2,3,7,8-TCDD
Equivalents and SMR Reporting for Discharge Point 003 (Storm Water)

, 15 Quarter 2004
Congeners TEFs' (pa/L)
2.37,8-tefra CDD 1.0 <1.6 X10™
1,2,3,7,8-penta CDD 1.0 <1.4x10°
12,3.4,7,8-hexa COD 0.1 <1.4X10"
1,2.3,6.7,8-hexa CDD 0.1 <12x10°"
[4.2.3,7,8,9-hexa CDD 0.1 <1.3X107
12.3,4.6,7,8-hepta 0.01 8.2 X107
CcDD
Octa CDD 0.0001 5.2 X10™
237 8-tetra CDF 0.1 < 1.3 X10"
17,3,7,6-penta CDF 0.05 <8.0x10”
23,47 8-penta CDF 0.5 <+.0X10°
12.3.4.7,8-hexa CDF 0.1 3.2 X10°
12.3,6,7,8-hexa CDF 0.1 2.8 X10°
sz,aj,s,g-hexa CDF | 0. <1.0X107
23,4.6,7,8-nexa CDF 0.1 33 X107
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-hepta 0.01 414 X107
CDF :
1.2,3,4,7,8,9-hepta 0.01 <3.0 X10®
CDE
Octa CDF - 0.000% 0.81 X10™
T The {oxic equivaience (TEQ) is caiculated by multiplying the concentration by the
appropriate TEFS. ,

The 4% Quarter 2002 monitoring report showed concentration for Octa CDD of 8.58 X107% pg/L.

The data presented here demonsirates that the detected conceniration of 2,3,7,8-TCDD
(2.4 X 10% pg/L) in Discharge boint 001 exceeded the CTR water quality based effluent limit
of 1.4 X107 yg/L (Human Health Criteria~QOrganism only). This constituent was only detected
once in the sampling events. Therefore, the Order includes requirements to monitor for the
constituent and the congeners in the effluent and the recelving water.
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Table F-3a. Summary of W

Summaries of wastewater characteriz
2F and 2F), are provided in Tables F-3a and F-3b.

ation data provided in

astewater Characterization Data (USEPA Form 2E)

Reported AverageT

Parameter Units Reported Maximum
Daily Value Daily Value

mg/L <2.0 <2.0

BOD Ibs/day 17 9.5

mgl/l 13 11.5

58 ibs/day 111 54.7

. . mgil <0.1 <0.1

Total Residual Chlorine -0 day N 047

. mg/L <5 <b

Oil and Grease Ibs/day 225 25

Discharge Flow GPD 1,019,214 568,885

pH (range) 5.U. 7.76 — 8.31 ~ N/A

Temperature (winter and oC <38 <38 ,
| summer) _l

¢ Characterization Data (USEPA Form 2F)

the ROWD (USEPA Forms

Attachment F — Fact Sheet

Table 3b. Summary of Wastewate
f—f Parameter Units | Reporied Reported Reported Reported Reported Reported
Maximum Average | Maximum Average Maximum Average
Dally Daity Daily Daily Daily Daily
Value Value Value Value Value Value
(001) (001) (002) _ (002) (003) (003)
Qil and Grease mafL 13 4.7 8.0 4.6 11 4.4
TS5 Mol 150 53 140 33 160 a8 |
pH 5.4. 7.89 6.47 (min.) 9.55 6.5 (min.) 0.22 6.47 (min)_l
Phenolics mg/L 0.1 0.1 <(,1 <01 <0.1 - <01
Ammonia mg/L 1.4 0.5 8.1 0.9 0.54 0.48
Tcgtrﬂoonrf%g} mo/L 29 "o 33 7 10.0 5.6
Toluene mglL 1.0 0.57 1.4 0.7 <1.0 0.6
Total Xylenes pg/L 0.69 0.61 1.7 0.8 1.1 0.7
Arsenic pg/L 17.5 6.6 <15 4.1 <15 4.3
Chromium po/l 25 5.5 <25 12 <25 12
| Total Chromium g/l 15 B.54 8.1 4.8 11.6 5.0
Caopper poll 81.7 41.8 87 29 974 30.1
Lead pg/l 290 69 250 43 . 300 45
Merocury mg/L 0.0005 0,0002 <0.00C05 0.0002 0.0005 0.002
Nickel L/l 11 8.0 10.3 8.0 12.6 6.2
Selenium Mg/l 15 4.8 <15 5 <15 4
Silver po/l 5 1.4 <5 1.4 <b 1
Zins ugll 1,500 577 1,200 478 1,400 437
Benzene g/l 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.4 <0.5 04
Ethylbenzens pgil 1 0.4 <1 0.4 <0.5 0.4
S s mSiem | 500 189 600 175 0500 | 6% |
F-14
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WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
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D. Compliance Summary

Data submitted to the Regional Water Board indicate that the Discharger has exceeded existing
permit limitations as outlined in the tables below: o

Table F-4a. Summary of Compliance Histo Discharge Point 001 {Storm Water)

Monitoring Violation Reported Permit o

Date Period Type Pollutant Value Limitation Units
1110/2005 | 1% Quarter 2005 Monthly | &) and Grease 13 10 gl

Average
2/12/2003 | 1% Quarter 2003 ST‘gilf Acute Toxicity 47" 2 %, Survival
T

0i2/2003 | 1% Quarter 2003 ST'Z%',[‘? Acule Toxicty | 20" 2 T % Survival
\pio004 | 1% Quarter 2004 | ST‘Z%‘f Acute Toxicity ap' 2 % Survival
o/23/2004 | 1% Quarter 2004 ST”;QS'te Acte Toxicity 65" 2 % Survival

10/20/2004 4% Quarter 2004 S_ll_r:agslte Acute Toxicity 0’ z % Survival

102712004 | 4 Quarter 2004 ST'ZQS‘f Acute Toxicity 40" 2 % Survival

. - B ___——____——l

1o/6/0004 | 4™ Quarter 2004 ST‘”egslte Acute Toxicity 10" 2 % Survival

12i28/2004 | 4" Quarter 2004 ST‘Z%"{‘J Acute Toxicity 65’ 2 % Survival
1712005 | 1% Quarter 2005 ST'ng'te Acuts Toxicity o' 2 % Survival

TAcute bioassay testing is performed on each discharge event (48 hour fest with Pimaphales promelas). Ultramar is currently

performing & toxicity reduction evaluation (TRE) for Discharge Point 001, as per Section 1V.3 of the MRP.
2 ayerage survival in effiuent for any three consecutive 96-hour static or continuous fiow bicassay tests shall be at least 90%,

with no single test producing less than 70% survivai.

e Point 002 (Storm Water

Table E-4b. Summary of Compliance History Discharg

Nenitoring Violation Poilutant Reported Permit Units
Period Type Limitation
1410/2002 | 4" Quarter 2002 5.}';9518 Acute Toxicity ! o, Survival
9112/2003 | 1% Quarter 2003 ST";QSIf Acute Toxicity ! % Survival

~Average survival in effluent for any three consecutive 96-hour static or continuous flow bioassay tests shall be

at least 90%, with no single test producing less than 70% survival,
2 pcute bioassay testing is performed on each discharge event (48 hour test with Pimephales promelas). Uitramar is currently
performing @ foxicity reduction evaluation (TRE) for Discharge Point 002, as per Section V.3 of the MRP.
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orv Discharge Point 003 {Storm Water
Reported Permit
Value Limitation

Table F-4c. Summary of Compiliance Hist
Date Monitoring Violation
Period Type
Average

Pollutant

Qi and Grease

Table F-4d. Summary of Compliance Histo
Date Monitoring Period Vl_?_‘atmn
ﬂ________________—___iﬁ_f
nd Daily .

§/14/2005 2™ Quarter 2005 Maxi Oil and Grease
aximum

6H4/2005 | 2" Quarter 2005 K‘O”th'y Oil and Grease
verage

6/14/2005 | 2" Quarter 2005 Daily Chiorine, Total

Maximum Residual

e —

E. Planned Changes

The permit ROWD does not outline any planned changes at the facility. However, based on the
site visit conducted on January 18, 2007, discharges through Discharge Points 001 and 002
ceased in 2006 and to the present, Storm water collected from parcele 1 and 2 is pumped {0
the Slop Tanks in Parcel 3 and then directed to Uliramar's Wilmington Refinery for treatment.
From the Refinery, the treated storm water is directed to the County Sanitation District of Los
Angeles Waste Water Treatment Plant. Piping has been installed in Parcel 3 to direct all
collected storm water from Parcel 3 tc the Refinery for treatment. The Discharger wishes to
retain the authority to continue 1o discharge storm. water through Discharge Points 001 and 002
it necessary, and if all applicable effluent fimitations are met.

1. APPLICABLE PLANS, POLICIES, AND REGULATIONS

The requirements contained in the proposed Order are based on the requirements and authori‘[ies'
described in this section.

A. Legal Authorities

Tris Order is issued pursuant to section 402 of the federal Clean Water Act (CWA) and
implementing regulations adopted by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and
chapter 5.5, division 7 of the California Water Code (commendcing with section 13370). It shall
serve as a NPDES permit for point source discharges from this facility to surface waters. This
Order also serves as Waste Discharge Reguirements (WDRs) pursuant to article 4, chapter 4,
division 7 of the Water Code (commencing with section 13280). '

B. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

Under Water Code section 13380, this action fc adopt an NPDES permit is exempt from the -
provision of CEQA, Public Resources Code sections 21100 through 21177.
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C. State and Federal Regulations, Policies, and Plans

i. Water Quality Control Plans. The Regional Water B
Control Plan for the Coastal Watersheds of Los Ange
Angeles Region (hereinafter Basin Plan) on June 13, 1084 t

oard adopted a revised Water Quality
les and Ventura Counties in the Los
hat designaies beneficial uses,

establishes water quality objectives, and contains implementation programs and policies to
achieve those objectives for all waters addressed through the plan. In addition, the Basin
Plan implements State Water Resources Control Board Resolution No. 88-83, which

established state policy that all waters, with certai
suitable or potentially suitable for municipal or domes

to Los Angeles Inner Harbor are as follows:

Table F-5. Basin Plan Beneficial Uses

n exceplions, shouid be considered
tic supply. Beneficial uses applicable

Discharge

Points Receiving Water Name

Beneficial Uses

001,002, 003, | Los Angeles Inner Harbor Existing:

and 004 (via storm drain) Industrial Service Supply (IND); Navigation (NAVY; Non-

Contact Water Recreation (REC-2); Preservation or Rarg,

Threatened or Endangered Species (RARE); Commercial
and Sport Fishing (COMM); and Marine Habitat (MAR).
Potential:

Contact Water Recreation (REC-1) and Shellfish
Harvesting (SHELL).

The Water Quality Control Policy for the Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of California

(Enclosed Bay and Estuaries Policy), adopted by the State Wat

ar Resources Control Board

(State Board) as Resolution No. 85-84 on November 16, 1095, states {hat:

“ is the policy of the State Board that the discharg

e of municipal wastewaters and

industrial process waters (exclusive of cooling water discharges) to enclosed bays and
esiuaries, other than the San Francisco Bay-Delta system, shall be phased out at the
earliest practicable date. Exceptions to this provision may be granted by a Regional
Board only when the Regional Board finds that the wastewater in question would
consistently be treated and discharged in such a manner that it would enhance the
quality of receiving waters above that which would occur in the absence of the

discharge.”

While the discharge from the Ultramar, Inc, Wilmingion Marine Termina!, Berth 164

discharges into the Los Angeles Inner Harbor, withi

n the enclosed bay, the wastewater is

comprised primarily of storm waier and hydrostatic test water, and therefore is not

conzidered to be industrial process wastewater.

Nonetheless, this Order contains

provisions necessary to protect all beneficial uses of the receiving water.

2. Ammonia Basin Plan Amendment. The 1994 Basin Plan provided water guality objéctives
for ammonia to protect aquatic life, i Tables 3-1 through 3-4. However, those ammonia
objectives were revised on March 4, 2004, by the Regional Water Board with the adoption of

Resolution No. 2004-022, Amendment fo the Water Quality P
fo Update the Ammonia Objectives for infand Surface
Freshwater (including enclosed bays, estuaries and wetl

lan for the Los Angeles Region
Waters Not Characteristic of
ands) with the Bengeficial Use

- designations for protection of “Aguatic Life”. The ammonia Basin Plan amendment was

approved by the State Water Board on July 22,
September 15, 2004, and by USEPA on May 19, 2

Attachment F — Fact Sheet

2004, Office of Administrative Law on
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Plan by updating the ammonia objectives for inland surface waters not characteristic of
reshwater such that they are consistent with USEPA’s “Ambient Water Qualily Criteria for
Ammonia (Saltwater) — 1089.” The amendment revised the regulatory provisions of the
Rasin Plan by adding language to Chapter 3, "Water Quality Objectives.”

For jnland surface waters not characteristic of freshwaler (including enclosed bays,
estuaries, and wetlands), the proposed objectives are a 4-day average concentration of
unionized ammonia of 0.035 mg/L, and a one-hour average concentration of unionized

 ammonia of 0.233 mg/L. The proposed objectives are fixed concentrations of unionized

Attachment F — Fact Sheet

ammonia, independent of pH, temperature, or salinity. The proposed amendment includes
an implementation procedure to convert un-ionized ammonia objectives to total ammenia
effluent limits. The proposed amendment also simplifies the implementation procedures for
translating ammonia objectives into effiuent limits in situations where a mixing zone has
been authorized by the Regional Board. Finally, the proposed amendment revises the
implementation procedure for determining saltwater, brackish or freshwater conditions, to be
consistent with the proposed objectives. The proposed objectives will apply only to infand
surface waters not characteristic of freshwater (including enclosed bays, estuaries and
wetlands) and do not impact the Ammonia Water Quality Objectives for ocean waters

contained in the California Ocean Flan.

No limitation for ammonia is included in this Order because there is insufficient moniforing
data to conduct reasonable potential analysis (RPA). The Order includes reguirements for
monitoring of ammania for hoth effluent and receiving waters.

Thermal Plan, The State Water Board adopted a Water Quality Control Pian for Control of
Temperature in the Coastal and Inferstate Water and Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of
Galifornia (Thermal Plan) on May 18, 1972, and amended this plan on September 18, 1975.
This plan contains temperature objectives sor surface waters. in the event of integrity testing
of new or rehabilitated pipes and petroleum siorage tanks, thermal waste may be
discharged and as a result, temperature effluent limitations have been applied to discharges
of hydrostatic test water. The existing discharge shall not cause a surface water temperature
rise greater than 5° F ahove the natural temperature of the receiving waters at any fime or
place. Requirements of the Order implement the Thermal Plan.

National Toxics Rule {(NTR) and California Toxics Rule (CTR). USEPA adopted the NTR
on December 22, 1992, and later amended it on May 4, 1985 and November 9, 1898, -
About forty criteria in the NTR applied in California. On May 18, 2000, USEPA adopted the
CTR. The CTR promulgated new toxics criteria for California and, in addition, incorporaied
the previously adopted NTR criteria that were applicable in the state. The CTR was
amended on February 13, 2001. These rules contain water quality criteria for priority

pollutants.

State Implementation Policy. On March 2, 2000, the Staie Water Board adopted the
Policy for Implementation of Toxics Standards for Inland Surface Waters, Enclosed Bays,
and Estuaries of California (State implementation Policy or SiP). The SIP became effective
on April 28, 2000 with respect o the priority pollutant criteria promulgated for Celifornia by
the USEPA through the NTR and to the pricrity pollutant objectives established by the
Regional Water Board in the Basin Plan. The SIP became efective on May 18, 2000, with
respect to the priority pollutant criteria promulgated by the USEPA through the CTR. The
State Water Board adopied amendments to the SIP on February 24, 2005, that became
effective on July 13, 2005. The S|P establishes implementation provisicns for priority
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pollutant criteria and objectives and provisions for chronic toxicity control. Requirements of
this Order implement the SIP.

6. Compliance Schedule and Interim Requirements. Section 2.1 of the SIP provides that,
based on a discharger's request and demonstration that it Is infeasible for an existing
discharger fo achieve immediate compliance with an effiuent limitation derived from a CTR
ariterion, compliance schedules may be allowed in an NPDES permit. Uniess an exception
has been granted under section 5 3 of the SIP, a compliance schedule may not exceed 5
years from the date that the permit is issued or reissued, nor may it extend beyond 10 years
from the effective date of the SIP (or May 17, 2010) to esiabiish and comply with CTR
criterion-based effluent limitations. Whare a compliance schedule for a final effluent
limitation exceeds 1 year, the Order must include interim numeric limitations for that
constituent or parameter. Where allowed by the Los Angeles Region Basin Plan,
compliance schedules and interim effiuent limitations or discharge specifications may also
be granted to allow time to implement a new or revised water quality objective. The Order
includes compliance schedules and interim effluent limitations.

7. Alaska Rule. On March 30, 2000, USEPA revised its regulation that specifies when new
and revised state and tribal water quality standards (WQS) become sffective for CWA
purpeses (40 CF.R. § 131.21, 65 Fed. Reg. 24641 (April 27, 2000}). Under the revised
regulation (also known as the Alaska rule), new and revised standards submitted to USEPA
after May 30, 2000, must be approved by USEPA before being used for CWA purposes.
The final rule also provides that standards already in effect and submiited to USEPA by May
30, 2000, may be used for CWA purposes, whether or not approved by USEPA.

8. Antidegradation Policy. Section 131.12 requires that the state water quality standards
include an antidegradation policy consistent with the federal policy. The State Water Board
established California’s anfidegradation policy in Staie Water Board Resolution No. 68-16.
Resolution No. 68-16 incorporates the federal antidegracation policy where the federal .
policy applies under federal law. Resolution No. 88-16 requires that existing water quality
be maintained unless degradation is justified based on specific findings. The Regional.
Water Board's Basin Plan implements, and incorporates by reference, both the State and
federal antidegradation policies. The permitted discharge must be consistent with the
antidegradation provision of section 131.12 and State Water Board Resolution No. 68.16.

The Los Angeles Inner Harbor is impaired and appears on the 303(d) list. The water body is
impaired for DDT, PCBs, benthic community effects, beach closures, and sediment toxicity.
Reasonable potential was not triggered for the aforementioned impairments of Los Angeles
Inner Harbor. The effluent limitations in this Order for constituents with reasonable potential
are established to protect the beneficial uses of Los Angeles Inner Harbor and to ensure the
discharge does not degrade its water quality. The effluent limitations are established based
on the most stringent of applicable water guality criteria. In addition, the Order requires the
Discharger to continue to monitor the effluent and receiving water, to use in a Reasonable
Potential Analysis (RPA} of all priority pollutants. Further, Special Provision VI.C.b of the
Order contains a reopener provision, allowing revision of’ effluent limitations for toxic

pollutants based on the results of an RPA.

The discharge from Ultramar, inc., Wilmingten Marine Terminal, Berth 164 is not a new
discharge. The discharges from the Facility occur following storm events and when new
pipes are being tested for integrity. Siorm water s treated and tested prior o discharge to

ensure the effluent limitations are mei.
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This NPDES permit includes effluent limitations to ensure the discharge does not adversely
impact the beneficial uses of the Los Angeles Inner Harbor or degrade water quality. The
inciusion of effluent limitations and prohibitions in the NPDES parmit, which ensure that any
discharge would not resuft in the lowering of water quality, coupled with the fact that the
discharge occurs infrequently and is temporally limited, support the conciusion that no
degradation will arise as a result of reissuing this permit. The issuance of this permit;
tharefore, is consistent with the Siate's Antidegradation Policy.

0. Anti-Backsliding Requirements. Sections 402(0)(2) and 303(d)(4) of the CWA and federal
regulations at fitle 40, Code of Federal Reegulaﬂom;1 40 C.F.R. § 122.44(l) prohibit
backsliding in NPDES permits. These anti-backsliding provisions require that effiuent
limitations in a reissued permit must he as siringent as those in the previous permit, with
some exceptions in which imitations may be relaxec. The raissued permit is More stringent

than the previous permit.
D. Impaired Water Bodies on CWA 303(d) List

Section 303(d) of the CWA requires states 10 identify specific water bodies where water quality
standards are not expected fo be met after implementation of tachnology-based effluent limitations
on point sources. For all 303(d}Histed water hodies and pollutants, the Regional Water Board plans
to develop and adopt TMDLs that will specify WLAs for point sources and load allocations (LAs) for

rion-point SoUrces, as appropriate.

On November 20, 2006, USEPA gave final approval to Caiifornia’s 5006 Section 303(d) List of
Water Quality Limited Segments. This list was approved by the Staie Water Board during a Board
Meeting on Ociober 25, 2006 {Resolution 2006-0079). Certain receiving waters in the Los Angeles
and Ventura County watersheds do not fully support beneficiai uses and therefore have been
classified as impaired on the 2008 303(d) list and have been scheduled for TMDL development.

The 2008 State Water Board's California 303(d) List classifies the Los Angeles Inner Harbor as
impaired. - The pollutants of concern include beach closures, benthic community effects, DDT,
PCBs, and sediment toxicity. To date, a draft TMDL entitlied Dominguez Channel and the Los
Angeles and Long Beach Harbors, Toxic and Metal TMDLS {(9/11/06) is heing considered.
Therefore, no conditions in the proposed Order are based on TMDLs. ‘

E. Other Plans, Polices and Regulations

Not Applicable.
IV. RATIONALE FOR EEFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND DISCHARGE SPECIFICATIONS

The CWA reguires point source discharges to contro! the amount of - conventional, non-
conventional, and toxic poliutants that are discharged into the waters of the United States. The
control of pollutants discharged is established through effluent limitations and other requirements in
NPDES permits. There are two principal bases for effluent limitations: 40 C.F.R. § 122.44(a)
requires that permits include applicable technology-based limitations and standards; and 40 C.F.R.
§ 122.44(d) requires that permifs include WQBELs 1o attain and maintain applicable numeric and
narrative water guality criteria to protect the beneficial uses of the receiving walter.

1 Ajl further statutory references are o title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations unless otherwise indicated.
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Poliutants of Concern

Ultramar, Inc. operates a terminal that serves as a bulk storage and distribution facility for Ultramar's
Willmington refinery. Wastewater discharged from the facility is comprised of storm water runcff and

hydrostatic test water.

Pollutants fypically associated with oil storage facilities include hut are not limited to berzene,
ethylbenzene, toluene, xylene, phenol, TSS, setileable sclids, sulfides, TOC, and total petroleum
hydrocarbons (TPHs), and oii and grease. In addition, some metals which are typically present at
these faciiiies include arsenic, chromium (V1), total chromium, copper, lead, mercury, nickel, selenium,
silver, thallium, and zinc because they may be components of materials stored in the ianks on-site.
City-supplied water is used as hydrostatic test water; therefore, parameters that may be present in
the discharge include chlorine and chlorine by-products and solids. Thus, these pollutanis may be
present in the discharge of storm water and hydrostatic test water and are considered pollutanis of

concern.

Effluent iimitations for storm water discharges from Parcels 1 and 2, Parcel 3, and Parcels 4 and 5 in
the previous Order were established for oil and grease and phenaclic compounds and are therefore,

poliutants of concern.

Effluent limitations for hydrostatic test waler discharges from Parcels 1 and 2, Parcel 3, and Parcels 4
and 5 in the previous Order were established for pH, {emperature, 1TSS, turbidity, BOD, oil and greass,
satfleable solids, sulfides, chlorine residual, benzene, COPPET, iead, mercury and zinc and are
therefore, peliutants of concem.

Discharges of storm water from this type of facifity and hydrostatic test water may also contribute to
acute toxicity, Therefore, toxicity, an indicator of the presence of toxic pollutants, is also considered a

pollutant of concem.

Generally, mass-based effluent limitations ensure that proper freatment, and not -dilution, is
employed to comply with the final effluent concentration limitations. 40 C.F.R. § 122.45(f)(1)
requires that all permit limitations, standards or prohibitions be expressed in terms of mass units
except under the following conditions: {1) for pH, temperaiure, radiation or other poliutants that
cannot appropriately be expressed by mass limitations; (2) when applicable standards or limitations
are expressed in terms of other units of measure; or (3) if in establishing technology-based permit
limitations on a case-by-case basis, limitations hased on mass are infeasible because the mass or
poliutant cannot be related to a measure of production. The limitations, howsver, must ensure that
dilution will not be used as a substitute for treatment.

Due io the intermittent, and infrequent nature of the discharge, and since the volume of the
discharge is dependent on rainfall, mass-based effluent limitations have not been developed.

A. Discharge Prohibitions

The discharge prohibitions are hased on the requirements of the Basin Plan, State Water Board's
plans and policies, the Waier Code, and previous permit provisions, and are consistent with the
requirements set for other discharges reguiated by NPDES permits to the Los Angeles {nner

Harbor.
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B. Technology-Based Effluent Limitations

1. Scope and Authority

The CWA requires that technology-based efflue

several levels of controls:

3. Best practicable treatment control technology {BPT) repr
performance by plants within an industrial category of
apply to foxic, conventional, and nonconventicnal pollutants.

b. Best available technology economically achievable (BAT)
performance of treatment technologies thal are eco
industrial point source category. BAT standards app

poliutants.

c. Best conventional pollutant control tachnology (BCT) 1
indusirial point soUrces of conventicnal pol
oH, and oil and grease. The BCT standard is est
reasonablensss” of the relationship between the cos
discharge and the benefits that would

industrial treatment beyond BPT.

lutants inc

result, and also

nt limitations be established based on

esents the average of the best
subcategory. BPT standards

represents the best existing
achievable within an
ly to toxic and nonconventional

epresents the cantrol from exisiing
luding BOD, TSS, fecal celiform,
hed after considering the "cost
t of attaining a reduction in effluent
the cost effectiveness of additional
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d. New source performance standards (NSPS) represent the best availabie demonstrated
control technology standards. The intent of NSPS guidelines is fo set limitations that
represent state-of-the-art treatment technology for new sources.

The CWA requires USEPA to develop effluent limitations, guidelines and standards (ELGs)
representing application of BPT, BAT, BCT, and NSPS. Section 402(a)(1) of the CWA and
section 125.3 of the Code of Federa! Regulations authorize the use of best professional
judgment (BPJ) to derive technology-based effluent limitations on @ case-by-case basis
where ELGs are not available for certain industrial categories and/or pollutants of concermn.
Where BPJ is used, the permit writer must consider specific factors outlined in seciion

125.3.
2. Applicable Technology-Based Effiuent Limitations

ELGS have not been developed for the discharges from the petroleum bulk storage and
distribution facilities. Thus, no effluent limitations based on ELGS are prescribed in this permit.

The previous Order states that effluent limitations for pH, temperature, suspended solids,
settieable solids, oil and grease, sullﬂdes, and chlorine residual are technology-based.

The previous Order did not indicate the basis for the limitations for phenolic compounds (storm
water), BOD or turbidity (hydrostatic test water) (s technology-based; however, it is assumed
that the existing limitations are techncliogy-based, as these parameters are typically used to
monitor treatment performance at similar facilities. -

Effluent limitations for pH, TS5, turbidity, BOD, oil and grease, sefileable solids, sulfides,
phenolic compounds, and chiorine residual for discharges of storm water and hydrostatic test
water confinue to be appropriate for this facility. Therefore, pursuant to State and federal anti-
backsliding regulations, Order No. R4-2007-XXXX carries over effluent limitations for pH. T&S,
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turbidity, BOD, oil and grease, settleable solids, sulfides, nhenolic compounds, and chlorine
residual as technology-based effluent limitations based on BPJ in accordance with section
125.3. These limitations were determined on a case-by-case basis and are similar to those
established for similar facilities within the Los Angeles Region.

The effluent limitation for temperature has been revised tb reflect new information available
regarding protection of aquatic organisms (a detailed discussion is provided in section IV.C.5).
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The previous Order required the Discharger to develop and implement a Storm Water
Poliution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). Order No. R4-2007-XXXX requires the Discharger to
update and continue o implement a SWPPP, consistent with Attachment G. The SWPPP wili
cutline site-specific management processes for minimizing storm water runoff contamination
and for preventing contaminated storm water runoff from being discharged directly into the
storm drain. At a minimum, the management practices should ensure storm water contact
with raw materials, chemicals, debris, and other potential sources of pollutants is minimized.
Because storm water discharges OCCUrs at the Facility, this Order will require the Discharger

to update and continue fo implement their SWPPP.

The Discharger is also required to develop and implement 2 Rest Management Practices Pian
(BMP Plan) that entails site-specific plans and procedures implementad and/or fo be
implemented to prevent additional pollutants from being discharged to waters of the State. To
reduce the duplicate efforis of a SWPPP and BMP Plan, the Discharger may include the
requirements of a BMP Plan, consistent with the requirements of the current permit in the
updated SWPPP and is not required to develop a separate BMP Plan document. Pursuant to
40 C.F.R. § 122.44{k), the Regional Water Board will reguire the Discharger to develop and
implemant a BMP Plan, which may be included in the SWPPP. The purpose of the best
menagement practices (BMPs} will be 1o establish site-specific procedures that will ensure
proper operation and maintenance of equipment, collection systems, and storage areas, to
ensure that unauthorized non-storm water discharges (i.e., non-permitted process waters,
spiils, other sources of poliutants) do not ocour af the Facility.

This Order will require the Discharger to update and continue to implement their Spill
Prevention Control and Countermeasures (SPCC) Plan.

The combination of the SWPPP, BMPs, SPCC plan, and previous Order limitations based on
5pJ will serve as the equivalent to technology-based effluent limitations, in order to carry out

the purposes and intent of the CWA.
C. Water Quality-Based Effluent Limitations (WQBELs)

1. Scope and Authority

Section 301({b) of the CWA and 40 CFR. § 122.44(d) require that permits include
limitations more stringent than ‘applicable federal technology-based requirements where

necessary fo achieve applicable water quality standards.

40 C.FR. § 122.44(d)(1)(0) mandates that permits include efluent Timitations for all
pollutants that are or may be discharged af levels that have the reasonable potential to
cause or coniribute to an exceedance of & water quality standard, including numeric and
narrative objectives within a standard. Where reasonable poteniial has been established
for a poliutant, but there is no numeric criterion or chjective for the pollutant, water quality-
hased effluent limitations (WQBELs) must be established using: (1) USEPA criteria
guidance under CWA section 304(a), supplemented where necessary by other relevant
information; {2) an indicator parameter for the sollutant of concern; or (3) & caiculated
numeric water quality criterion, such as a proposed state criterion or policy interpreting the
state's narrative criterion, supplemented with other relevant information, as provided in 40

C.F.R. § 122.44(d)(1){vi).
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The process for determining reasonable potential and calculating WQBELs when
necessary is intended to protect the designated uses of the receiving water as specified in
the Basin Plan, and achieve applicable water quality objectives and criteria that are
contained in other state plans and policies, or any applicable water guality criteria
contained in the CTR and NTR.

. The specific procedures for determining reasonable potential and, if necessary, for
calculating WQBELs are contained in the Technical Support Document (TSD) for storm
water discharges and in the SIP for non-storm water discharges (i.e., hydrostalic test
water). However, the TSD states that “an analogous approach developed by a reguliatory
authority can be used to determine the reasonable potential” (for storm water discharges).
The Regionai Water Board has determined that the procedures for determining
reasonable potential and calculating WQBELs contained in the SIP for non-storm water
discharges may be used to evaluate reasonable potential and calculate WQBELs for
storm water discharges as well. Hence, in this Order, the Regional Water Board has used
the SIP methodalogy to evaluate reasonable potential for storm water discharges through
Discharge Points 001, 002, and 003 and for hydrostatic test water discharges through

Discharge Point 004.
2. Applicable Beneficial Uses and Water Quality Criteria and Objectives

As noted in Saction 11 of the Limitations and Discharge Requirements, the Regional Waier
Board adopted a Basin Plan that designates heneficial uses, establishes water quality
objectives, and contains implementation programs and policies to achieve those
objectives for all waters addressed through the Basin Plan. The beneficial uses applicable
to Los Angeles Inner Harbor are summarized in Section H.C.1 of this Fact Sheet. The
Basin Plan includes both narrative and numeric water guality objectives applicable to the

receiving water.

Priority pollutant water quality criteria in the CTR are applicable to the Los Angeles Inner
Harbor. The CTR contains both saltwater and freshwater criteria. Because a distinet -
separation generally does not exist betwsen freshwater and saltwater aguatic
communities, the following apply, in accordance with section 131.38(c)(3): ifreshwater
criteria apply at salinities of 1 part per thousand (ppt) and below at locations where this
occurs 95 percent or more of the time. The CTR criteria for salt water or human ‘health for.
consumption of arganisms only, whichever is more stringent, are used to prescribe the
effluent limitations in this Order to protect the beneficial uses of the Los Angeles Inner
Harbor, a water of the United States In the vicinity of the discharge. The Regional Water
Board determined that because the discharge is to the Los Angeles Inner Harbor,
saltwater CTR criteria are applicable,

Table F-8 summarizes the applicable water guality criteria for priority pollutants reported in
detectable concentrations in the effluent through Discharge Peints 001, 002, 003, and 004
(storm water and hydrostatic test water) or receiving water. These criteria were used in
conducting the RPA for this Order.
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Table F-8. Applicable Water Quaiity erteria

Crlteria e

Sa!twater

CTRINTR Water Quality:Criteria -

1 noute [

‘ E"Orgamsms
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CTR e S : .
No. | Constituent. ug/l h! gl i gl poll gl
1 Antimeny 4,300 —— -
2 | Arsenic 36 £8.00 36.00 -
3 | Beryllium NC — - -
4 1 Cadmium 9.36 42.25 0.36 -—
5z | Chromium lil NC -— - -
5bh | Chromium VI 50.35 1107.75 | 50.35 -
53 Copper 3.73 578 3.73 —
7 | Lead 8.52 220.82 8.52 —
8 | Mercury 0.051 -— - 0.051
g | Nickel 8.28 74.75 8.28 4,800
10 | Selenium 71.14 200.58 71.14 -
11 | Silver 2.24 2.24 - -
12 | Thalium £.30 — — 8.3
13 1 Zinc 85.62 95.14 85.62 -
15 | Asbesios NC - - -—
16 | Benzene 71 — — 71
23 | Chicrodibrememethane 34 — -— 34
27 | Dichlorobromomethane 48 - - 46
33 | Ethylbenzene 29,000 N/A — - N/A 29,000
35 | Methyl Chloride NC —— — : -—
36 | Methylene Chlcride 1,600 - - 1,600
39 | Toluene 200,000 - -— 200,000
58 | Anthracene 110,000 -— - 110,000
60 | Bernzo{a)Anthracene 0.0490 — — 0.049
g1 | Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.0490 - — 0.049
62 | Benzo(b)Fluoranthene 0.0480 — — 0.049
64 | Benzo{k)Fluoranthene 0.0490 — -— 0.049
is (2-
68 Ethy(rlhexy!)Phthalate 5.9 5.9
73 | Chrysene £.0490 — - 0.049
77 | 1,4-Dichlorobenzene 2,600 — - 2,800
81 | D-N-Buiyl Phthalate 12,000 - -— 12,000
85 1 Fluranthene 370 — -— 370
87 | Fluorene 14,000 - -— 14,000
04 | Napthalene NC - - —-
99 | Phenanthrene NC - -— —
100 | Pyrene 11,000 — -— 11,000
105 | Delta-BHC NC — - -
" No applicable water quality criteria.
NG = No Criteria available.
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N/A indicates that the receiving water is not characterized as sreshwater, and that the water quality criteria for
the protaction of human health for the consumption of water and organisms are not applicable.

3. Determining the Need for WQBELs

In accordance with Section 1.3 of the SIP, the Regional Water Board conducts a
reasonable potential analysis (RPA} for each priority poliutant with an applicable criterion
or objective to determine if a WQBEL is required in the permit. The Regional Water Board
analyzes effluent and receiving water data and identifies the maximum observed effluent
concentration {(MEC) and maximum background concentration (B) in the receiving water
for each constituent. To determine reasonable potential, the MEC and the B are then
compared with the applicable water quality objectives (C) outlined in the CTR, NTR, as well
as the Basin Plan. For all pollutants that have a reasonable potential to cause or contribute
i an excursion above a state water quality standard, numeric WQBELs are required. The
RPA considers water quality criteria from the CTR and NTR, and when applicable, water
quality objectives specified in the Basin Plan. To conduct the RPA, the Regional Water
Board identifies the MEC and maximum background concentration in the receiving water for
each constituent, based on data provided by the Discharger.

Section 1.3 of the SIP provides the procedures for determining reasonable potential to
exceed applicable water quality criteria and objectives. The SIP specifies three triggers 1o

complete a RPA:
1) Trigger 1~ If the MEC =C, a limit is needed.

2) Trigger 2 — If therbackground concentration (B) > C and the pollutant is
detected in the effluent, a limit is needed. '

3) Trigger 3 — If other related information such as CWA 303(d) listing for a
pollutant, discharge type, compliance history, etc. indicates that a WQBEL is

required.

Sufficient effluent and receiving water data are needed to conduct a complete RPA. I
data are not sufficient, the Discharger will be required to gather the appropriate data for -
the Regional Water Board to conduct the RPA. Upon review of the data, -and if the
Regional Water Board determines ihat WQBELs are needed to protect the beneficial uses,
the permit will be reopened for appropriate modification. -

No limitations for 2,3,7,8-TCDD congeners are included in the Order bacause there is
insufficient monitoring data to conduct the RPA. The Order includes requirements for
moniioring of 2,3,7,8-TCDD congeners for both effiuent and receiving waters.

Sased on the RPA results for Discharge Point 001, there is reasonable potential for
arsenic, copper, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, thallium, zinc, and bis(2-ethylhexy!)phthalate.

Based on the RPA results for Discharge Point 002, there is reasonable potential for
arsenic, copper, lead, mercury, nickel, thallium, zinc, and bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate.

Based on the RPA results for Discharge Point 003, there is reasonable potential for
arsenic, copper, lead, mercury, nickel, siiver, thallium, zinc, and bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate.

Attachment F — Fact Shest F-28



ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTON

MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 184

ORDER NO. R4-2007->0X
NPIDES NO. CAQ055719

Two sats of hydrostatic test water data are

available for ten priority pollutants. Based on

the RPA for hydrostatic discharges through Discharge Point 004, copper demonstrated
ischarge Point 004 for

reasonable potential. Further, available data representative for D
there is no reasonable po

lead, mercury, and zinc indicated

limitations for these poliutants have been removed from this Order.

tential: therefore, effluent

Refer to Attachment J for a summary of the RPA and associated effluent limitation

Attachment F — Fact Sheet

cajculations.
for Discharge Point 001 (Storm Water)
: DR S 'Maxiﬁ-jﬂ%.'_: GO A PR
i U Detected [ RPAL
e " Receiving [, Result- |’
S ‘Water Cofic. - Need ;.
CIR /| ™ : boe
No,' | Constitu . Reasoniil
, MEC=<C &
1 Antimony 4,300 2.59 B<C
B=C;
2 | Arsenic 36 175 46.8 Yes poliutant
deiected in
effluent
3 Beryliium NC 0.466 0.891 Na No Criteria
4 | Cadmium 9.36 0.538 0.507 No ME&‘S &
5a | Chromium I NC B.44 15.6 No No Criteria
5b | Chromium VI 50.35 25 <20 No MEC<C &
B<C
8 Copper 3.73 91 25.4 Yes MEC=>C
7 Lead 8.52 280 52 Yes MEC>C
8 Mercury 0.051 0.5 <0.2 Yes MEC=>C
9 Nickel 8.28 19 2.85 Yes MEC>C
. MEC<C &
10 Selenium 7114 15 448 No B<C
11 Silver 2.24 5 2.75 Yes MEC>C
B>C;
. poliutant
12 | Thallium 6.30 3.797 6.62 Yes detected in
effluent
13 | Zinc 85.62 1500 71 Yes MEC>C
15 | Asbestos NC 11 <0.2 No No Criteria
MEC<C &
19 Benzene 71 0.52 <0.5 No R<C
23 | Chlorodibromomethane | 34 0.64 <1 No MED=C &
27 Dichiorobromomethane 46 0.42 <1 No MEBC <<C? &
33 | Ethylbenzene 26,000 1 <0.5 No MEBCfCC &
35 | Methyl Chloride NC <1 1.2 No Na Criteria
36 | Methylens Chiorids 1,600 <2 1.8 No MEC &
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)
CTR";“.; Lo S I
"No:. | Constituent . & " 'Reason
39 | Toluene 200,000 0.46 018 No ME;:S &
58 | Anthracene 110,000 <5 0.05 No MEBC:C? &
B0 | Benzo{a)Anthracene 0.0490 <5 0.07 No B>C*
51 | Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.0490 <5 0.036 No ME]‘;:g &
52 | Benzo(b)Fluoranthene 0.0490 <5 0.043 No ME;:C? &
54 | Benzolk\Fluoranthene |  0.0490 <5 0.025 Na MESSCC &
Bis (2- :
88 | Eihyihexyl)Phthalate 59 21 <5 Yes MEC>C
73 | Chrysene 0.0480 <5 0.006 No B>C*
+7 | 1.4-Dichlorobenzene 2600 <1 0.46 No MEBiEC&
MEC<C &
86 Fluranthene 370 <1 0.4 No B<C
87 | Fluorene 14,000 <5 016 Nob MEC<C &
B<C
09 Phenanthrens NC <5 0.22 No No Criteria
MEC<C &
100 | Pyrene 11,000 <5 0.2 No B<C
106 | Delta-BHC NC <0.01 0.028 No No Criteria

NG = No criteria is available.

Table F-9b. Summary Reasonable Potential Analysi

s for Discharge Point 002 (Storm Water)

Attachment F — Fact Sheet

"| ‘Constituent 2 Rlea:son:‘h: i
, MEC<C &
1 Antimeny 2.31 No B<C
B>C’
2 Arsenic 36 10 46.8 Yes pOHUtaan
deiected in
effluent
3 | Beryllium NC 0.224 0.881 No No Criteria
4 | Cadmium 0.36 0.607 0.507 No ME&“CC &
5z | Chromium Il NC 7.64 15.6 No No Criteria
&b Chromium V! 50.35 0.37 <20 No MEC<C &
F-30
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Gy Jon e o e I TR S
r Appl:cable . . Max1mum B
CTR S A Lt
"No. | Constituent :" Reason; " i
B<C
8 | Copper 3.73 87 25.4 Yes MEC=>C
7 l.ead 8.52 250 5.2 Yes MEC=>C
8 | Mercury 0.051 0.14 <0.2 Yes MEC>C
5 Nickel 8.28 24 2.85 Yes MEC=>C
) MEC<C &
10 | Selenium 71.44 20 44.8 No B<C
B>C'
11 | Silver 2.24 <1 2,75 No pollutant ND
in effluent
Yes B>C
. pollutant
12 | Thallium : 6.30 5.05 6.62 detected in
effluent
13 Zinc 85.62 1200 71 Yes MEC>C
15 | Ashestos NC 21 <0.2 No No Criteria
MEC<C &
18 | Benzene 71 0.52 <0.5 . No B<C
23 | Chiorodibromomethane 34 0.60 <1 No Mo ®
27 | Dichiorobromomethane 48 040 : <1 No ME;:CC &
33 | Ethylbenzene 29,000 0.38 <05 No MEST &
35 | Methyl Chioride NC <1 1.2 No Ng Criteria
36 | Methylene Chioride 1,600 < 18 No MEC=C &
38 | Toluene - 200,000 1400 0.18 No MECT &
58 | Anthracene 110,000 <5 0.08 No MEC<C &
B<C
_ B>C,
60 | Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.0490 <b 0.07 No pollutant ND
. _ in effluent
61 | Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.0480 <5 0.036 No ME; :C(): &
g2 | Benzo(b)Fluoranthene |  0.0490 <5 0.043 No MEBC:é: &
64 | Benzo(k)Fluoranthene |  0.0490 <5 0.025 No MECSS &
Bis (2-
88 | Einyihexyl)Phthalate 59 | # <5 ves MEC>C
B>C;
73 | Chrysene 0.0480 <5 0.086 Neo pollutant ND
in effluent
77 | 4 4-Dichlorobenzere 2,600 <1 0.46 No MEC=S &
F-31
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App]lcable ST Max:mum L
 Water | Max: | Detected- [\ )
- Quality | Effluent . " Receiving + |i; RPA'
Criteria | = Conc.. Water Conc. .I Result -
‘CTR Co . | MEC) .1 (BL.- [ Need - | .. L
No. | Constituent; pg/ll i | pgll L ughie ‘Limit? * ¥|*". Reason’
MEC<C &
86 | Fluranthene 370 <1 0.4 No R<C
MEC<C &
87 Fluorene 14,000 <5 0.16 No B<C
99 - | Phenanthrene NC <5 0.22 No No Criteria
MEC=<C &
100 | Pyrene 11,000 <5 0.2 No B<C
1056 | Delta-BHC NC <0.01 0.028 No No Criteria |

NG = No criteria is available. ND = non-detect

l AnalySIs for Dlscharge Point 003 (Storm Water)

Table F-9c. Summary Reasonable Potent:a
No..: CDﬁStij:ljélﬁ . Reason i
] MEC<C &
1 Antimony B<C
2 | Arsenic 36 ) B>C°
3 | Beryllium NC 0.206 0.891 Nc No Criteria
. MEC=<C &
4 Cadmium 0.36 2.48‘ 0.507 No B<C
53 | Chromium 1 NC 3.59 15.6 No No Criteria
56 | Chromium VI 50.35 029 <20 No MEgjcc &
5] Copper ‘ 3.73 97.4 25.4 Yes MEC=>C
7 Lead 8.52 300 52 Yes MEC>C
8 Mercury , 0.051 0.505 <0.2 Yes MEC>C
2] Nickel 8.28 18 2.85 Yes MEC>C
. ' . MEC<C &
10 Selenium 71.14 4,69 448 . No . B<C
B=>C;
. : ' poliutant
11 i Silver 2.24 0.414 2.75 Yes detected in
effluent
Yes B>C;
, poilutant
12 Thallium 6.30 521 6.62 detected in
effiuent
13 Zinc 85.62 1400 71 Yes MEC>C
MEC<C &
15 Benzene 71 0.43 <D.t ~No B<C
o3 | Chiorocisromomethanz 34 0.58 <1 No MEE(;‘C? &
L—
=32
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“ ' i Max:mum
'Cdﬁstifuenlt!:‘” ' ! g/l Vgl ;o ng/i_":‘. ' Reason 'l
27 | Dichiorobrcmomethane 45 0.43 <1 No MEéJ:CC &
35 | Methyl Chloride NG <1 1.2 No No Criteria
3B Meth'ylene Chloride 1,600 <2 1.8 No MEBC_:S &
<
39 | Toluene 200,000 0.86 0.18 No MEC<C &
B<C
MEC<C &
58 | Anthracene 110,000 <5 0.05 No B<C
B>C;
60 | Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.0450 <b 0.07 No pollutant ND
. in effluent
61 | Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.0480 <5 0.036 No ME];::CC &
62 | Benzo(b)Fluoranthene 0.0490 <5 0.043 No MEEE; :é: &
64 | Benzo{k)Fiuoranthene 0.04580 <5 0.025 No MEBC :é; &
Bis (2- .
88 | Etnylhexyl)Phthalate 59 20 <5 - Yes MEC>C
3>C;
73 | Chrysene 0.0490 <b 0.098 No pellutant ND
: in effluent
77 | 1,4-Dichlorobenzene 2,600 <1 0.48 No ME;:(? &
81 | Di-n-Butyl Phthalate 12,000 12 <5 No MEC=C &
. MEC<C &
86 | Fluranthene 370 <1 0.4 No B<C
: MEC<C &
87 | Fiuorene 14,000 <5 0.16 No B<C
03 | Phenanthrene NC <5 0.22 No No Criterla
MEC<C &
100 1 Pyrene 11,000 <5 0.2 No B<C
| 106 Delta-BHC NC <0.01 0.028 No No Criteria
NC = No criteria is available.
F-33
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Table F-8d. Summary Reasonable Potential A

nalysis for Discharge Point 004 (Hydrostatic

Test Water) .
o v Fapplicasle | | Mainiuin
Sl Max ;i Detected !
o ;‘5 Effluent*| , Récéi'\‘(ing, o
S "Cong., | WaterConc
oL |i (MEG): i (B C
‘No. | Constituent " b gl g ', Reason: ..
. MEC<C &
2 Arsenic 36 2.6 No B<C
6 Copper 3.73 5.1 Yes MEC>C
. MEC=C &
9 Nicke! 8.28 3.3 No B<C
. MEC=<C &
13 Zinc 85.62 0.64 71 No 8<C
MEC<C &
20 Bromoiorm 360 9.9 <1 No B<C -
23 Chiorodibromomethane 34 20 <1 No MEBC:C?&
26 Chlaroform NG 18 < No No Criteria
27 Dichlorobromomethane 46 20 %1 _No ME;:C? &
MEC<C &
39 Toluene 200,000 0.63 0.18 No B<C
a4 Naphthalene NC 40 <0.6 No No Criteria
99 Phenanthrene NC 10 0.22 No No Criteria

NC = No criteria is available.

4. WQREL Calculations

a.

Attachment F ~ Fact Sheet

If a reasonable potential exists 10 exceed applicable water quality criteria or objeclives,
then a WQBEL must be established in accordance with one or more of the three
procedures contained in Section 1.4 of the SIP. These procedures include:

(1) If applicable and available, use of the wasteload allocation (WLA) established as part
of a total maximum daily load (TMDL).

(2) Use of a steady-state modsl to derive maximum
and average monthly effluent limitations (AMELS).

(3) Where sufficient effluent and receiving water data exist, use of a dynamic medel,
which has been approved by the Regional Water Board.

daily effluent limitations (MDELSs)

based effluent limits (final) for lead is based on menitoring resulis and

Water quality
del, available in Section 1.4 of the

following the procedure based on the steady-state mo
SIP.

Since many of the streams in the Region have minimal upstream flows, mixing zones
=nd dilution credits are usually not appropriate. Therefore, in this tentative Crder, no
ditution credit is being allowed. However, in accordance with the reopener provision in
section VI.C.1.e in this Order, this Order may be reopened upon the submission by the
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Discharger of adequate information to establish appropriate dilution credits or a mixing
zone, as determined by the Regional Water Board.

d. WQBELs Calculation Example

Using nickel as an example, the following demonstrates how WQBELs were
astablished for this Order for storm water discharges through Discharge Point 001.
The tables in Attachment | summarize the development and calculation of all WQBELs

for this Order using the process described below.

Concentration-Based Efffuent { imitations

A set of AMEL and MDEL values are calculated separately, one set for the protection
of aquatic life and the other for the protection of human health. The AMEL and MDEL
limitations for aguatic life and human health are compared, and the most restrictive
AMEL and the most restrictive MDEL are selected as the WQBEL. '

Calculation of aquatic life AMEL and MDEL:

Step 1: For each constituent requiring an effluent limit, identify the applicable water quality
~ criteria or objective. For each criteria determine the - effluent concentration allowance

(ECA) using the following steady state eguation:

ECA =C + D(C-B) when C > B, and
ECA=C when C # B,
Where C= The priority poliutant criterionfobjective, adiusted if necessary for

hardness, pH and transiators. In this Order no hardness valug was
necessary for development of criteria since the applicable criteria are
not hardness-dependant, and a pH of 6.47 was used for pH-

dependant criteria.
D= The dilution credit, and
B= The ambient background concentration

As discussed above, for this Order, dilution was not allowed; therefore:
ECA=C

For nickel in Discharge Point 001, the applicable water guality ériteria for the protection of
aguatic life are (reference Table F-8):

ECAQBU[E= 74.75 |—lglll..
ECAom= 828 poll

Step 2: For each ECA based on aquatic life criterion/obiective, determine the long-term
average discharge condition (LTA) by multiplying the ECA by a factor (multiplier). The
multiplier is a stafistically based factor that adjusts the ECA fo account for effiuent
variability. The value of the multiplier varies depending on the coeficient of variation (GV)
of the data set and whether it is an acute or chronic criterion/objective. Teble 1 of the SIP
provides pre-calculated values for the multipliers based on the value of the CV. Equations
to develop the multipliers in place of using values in the tables are provided in Section 1.4,

Step 3 of the SIP and will not be repeated here.
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LTAq e = ECAacule X Mul’[iplieracme 5o

I—TAchronlc: ECAnhrnnic X Mumplierchronic 9g

The CV for the data set must be determined before the multipliers can be selected and will
vary depending on the number of samples and the standard deviation of a data set. If the
data set is less than 10 samples, or at least 80% of the samples in the data set are

repo_r’ied as non-detect, the CV shall be set equal fo 0.6.

For nickel, the following data was used to develop the acute and chronic LTA using
equations provided in Section 1.4, Step 3 of the SIP (Table 1 of the SIP also provides this

data up to three decimals):

Nec. of Samples Cv ECA Multiplierague s ECA Muitiplierchoric 99 B
15 0.46 0.40 0.60
LT Agcute = 74.75 ug/L x 0.40 = 28.61 ng/l-
LT Acrronic = 8.28 ug/L x 0.60 = 5.00 hg/L

Step 3: Select the most limiting (lowest) of the LTA.
LTA = most limiting of LTAzcute OF LT Actronic
For lead, the most limiting LTA was the LT Acronic

LTA = 5.00 pg/L

Step 4: Calculate the WQBELs by multiplying the LTA by a factor (multiplier). WQBELs

- are expressed as Average Monthly Effluent Limitations (AMEL) and Maximum Daily
Effluent Limitation (MDEL). The multiplier is a statistically based factor that adjusis the
L TA for the averaging periods and exceedance frequencies of the criteria/objectives and
the effluent limitations. The value of the multiplier varies depending on the probability
basis, the coefficient of variation (CV) of the data set, the number of samples (for AMEL)
and whether it is @ monthly or daily limit. Table 2 of the SIP provides pre-calculated
values for the multipliers based on the value of the CV and the number of samples.
Equations to develop the multipliers in place of using values in the fables are provided in
Section 1.4, Step 5 of the SIP and wil! not be repeated here.

AMELaquaﬂc life ™ LTAX AMELmU!tipﬁer 95

MDEL:guatic lite = LTA x MDELmutipier s

AMEL multipliers are based on a g5 percentile occurrence probability, and the MDEL
multipliers are based on the 98" percentile cccurrence probability. If the number of
samples is less than four (4) per month, the default number of samples to be used is four

(4).
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For nickel, the following data was used to develop the AMEL and MDEL for agualic life
using equations provided in Section 1.4, Step 5 of the SIP (Table 2 of the SIP also

provides this data up to two decimals):

No.of 8 | il ipli
Pgr M?)r:t?]es cV MultipiierypeL se - Multiplierave os W
7 120 252 142 |

AMELaquaﬁc life — E00xt.42= 7.09 Ugfl._

MDELaquatiB ife = 500x252= 12.62 |Jg."L

Calcufation of human health AMEL and MDEL:
Step 5: For the ECA based on human health, set the AMEL equal to the ECAnuman heaitn

AMELhuman health = ECAhuman health

For nickel:

l:—:C'fj".“\human health = 41600 UQ”—-

Step 6: Calculate the MDEL for human health by multiplying the AMEL by the ratio of the
Multiplierypg. to the Multiplierame.. Table 2 of the SIP provides pre-calculated ratios to be
used in this calculation based on the CV and the number of samples.

MDELnumen heatth = AMELhuman health X (Multiplierupe./ Multiplierawmes)

For nickel, the following data were used fo develop the MDELhuman health!

No. of Sample - . - .
Per MOﬂtIIJ'I 5 cV MUItIp]]EI’MDEL 99 MultlpilerAMEL o5 Ratio
4 0.46 2.42 1,42 1.78

MDEL o neaits = 4,600 pg/L x 1.78 = 8192 pg/L

Step 7: Select the lower of the AMEL and MDEL based on aquatic life and human heaith
as the water-quality based effluent limit for the Order. :

For, nickel:
I AM ELauuatic life MDELaguaiic life l AM ELhuman heallh MDE]—human heallh J
| 7.09pgll 12.62 pg/L 1 4,600 pgil 8,192 ug/L

The lowest (most restrictive) sffluent limits were incorporated intc ihis . Order for all
discharge points (storm water and hydrostatic test water).
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For arsenic, copper, lead, silver, and zinc, there are NO human health criteria; thersfore,
the AMEL and MDEL based on aquatic life criteria are established as the WQBELs. For
mercury, thalfium, and bi5(2~ethylhexyl)phthalate, there are no aquatic life criteria;
therefore, the AMEL and MDEL based on the human health criteria are established as the
WQBELs.  For nickel, there are both human health and aquatic lifs criteria, with the
aquatic life criteria being the most stringent therefore, the AMEL and MDEL are based on
aquatic life criteria. These limits will be protective of aquatic life.

5. WQBELs Based on Basin Plan Objectives

The Basin Plan states that the pH of inland surface waters shall not be depressed below
6.5 or raised above 8.5 as a result of waste discharged. Based on the requirements of the
Basin Plan an instantaneous minimum limitation of 6.5 and an instantaneous maximum
limitation of 8.5 for pH are included in the propesed permit. This limitation has been
carried over from the previous Order for the hydrostatic test waier and has been added for
the storm water discharges. in addition, the Basin Plan lists temperature requirements for
the receiving waters and references the Thermal Plan. Based on the requirements of the
Thermal Plan, a maximum efffuent temperature limitation of 86 °F is included in the
proposed permit. The previous Order included an effluent limitation of 100°F for hydrostatic
* test water (Discharge Point 004); therefore, this limit has been revised to comply with the
Thermal Plan. Further, a new temperature limitation has been included for the storm water
discharges from Discharge Points 001, 002, and 003.

Ammonia exists in fwo forms - un-ionized ammonia (NH3) and the ammonium ion (NH4).
They are both foxic, but the neutral, un-ionized ammonia spacies (NH3) is much more
toxic. The form of ammonia is primarily a function of pH, but it is also affected by

temperature and other factors.

No limitation for ammonia is included in this Order because there is insufficient monitoring
data to conduct reasonable potential analysis (RPA). The Order includes requirements for
monitoring of ammonia for both effluent and receiving waters.

6. Final WQBELs
Summaries of the WQBELs are described in Tables F.10a through F-10d. -
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ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
ORDER NO. R4-2007-XXX

NPDES NO. CADRS5T10

7. Whole Effluent Toxicity {WET)

Whole effluent toxicity (WET) protects the receiving water quality from the aggregate toxic
effect of a mixture of pollutants in the efflusnt. WET tesis measuré the degree of response of
exposed aguatic test organisms o an effiuant. The WET approach aliows for protection of the
narrative “no toxics in toxic amounts” criterion while implementing numeric criteria for toxicity.
There are two types of WET tests: acuie and chronic. An acute toxicity test is conducted over
a short time period and measures mortality. A chronic toxicity tast is conducted over a longer
period of time and may measure mortality, reproduction, and growth.

The Basin Plan specifies a narrative objective for foxicity, reguiring that ali waters be
maintained free of toxic substances in concentrations that are lethal to or produce other
detrimental responses by aquatic organisms. Detrimental response includes but is not limited
to decreased growth rate, decreased reproductive sUCCESS of resident or indicator species,
andfor significant alterations in population, community ecology, or receiving water biota. The
existing Order contains acute foxicity fimitations and monitoring reguirements in accordance
with the Basin Plan, in which the acute toxicity objective for discharges dictates that the
average survival in undiluted effluent for any three consecutive 96-hour static or continuous
flow bioassay tests shall be at least 00%, with no single test having less than 70% survival.
Annual acute toxicity data for storm water for the years 2002 through 2002 submitied by the
Discharger were as follows: At Discharge Point 001, eight samples were reported with less
than 70% survival. The reported results ranged from 0% survival to 100% survival. Further,
the data indicate the Discharger did not comply with the requirement that the average survival
in undiluted effluent for any three consecutive 96-hour static or continuous flow bicassay tests
shall be at least 90%. At Discharge Point 002, two samples were reported with less than 70%
survival, The reported results ranged from 57% survival o 100% survival. In addition, the
datz indicate that the Discharger complied with the average survival requirement, with the
exception of one assessment. At Discharge Point 003, one sample was reported at 70%
survival. Further, the data indicate the Discharger complied with the average survival
requirement at all imes. The reported sample results ranged from 7C% survival to 100%
curvival. The Discharger provided one sample result from the hydrostatic test waier which.

showed 100% survival.

According io the ROWD, Wiramar conducted a TRE in 2005 and 2006 for Discharge Point
001 (storm water from Parcels 1 and 2). Divalent cations (copper and zinc} have been
identified as the most fikely causes of acute toxicity because the storm water runoff typically
contains very low hardness and alkalinity that increases the toxicity potential of these cations.
lt is believed that the potential sources of copper and zinc for this tank farm area is the native
soils. Discharge Point 002 (storm water from Parcel 3) failed a WET test in January 2008. A
TRE work plan was prepared and submitied to the Board in early February 2006. A TIE was
conducted on a sample collected on February 28, 2008. The TIE suggests that zinc was the
cause of the observed toxicity in Discharge Point 002. The toxicity potential of zinc may have
been increased due to the low hardness and low alkalinity of the runoff.

Uliramar is currently evaluating the use of a limestone soii cover io reduce the toxicity of
metals in the storm water. A limestone soil cover has two effects: 1) it ralses the pH of the
storm water which will tend 1o precipitate copper and zinc and hold them in the soils, thus
lowering storm water concentrations; and 2) it raises the hardness and alkalinity of the storm
water which will reduce the toxicity of divalent cations to the WET test species. The Order
requires the Discharger (through the PMP) to provide pericdic updates o the Regionai Water
Board conceming the status of this treaiment option.
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ULTRAMAR, INC.

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 164
DORDER NO. R4-2007-XXX

NPDES NO. CAD055719

During the January 18, 2007, site inspection, the Discharger stated that storm water
discharges from Parcels 1 and 2, and Parcel 3 (Discharge Point 001 and 002) have ceased
until compliance with the acuts toxicity limitation is attained. The Discharger indicated that
storm water accumulated from these narcels is piped to the Refinery for treatment and then 1o
the County Sanitation District of Los Angeles Wastewaler Treatment Facility.

Consistent with Basin Plan requirements, this Order carries over the acute toxicity limitations
and monitoring requirements from the previous Order.

D. Final Effluent Limitations

Section 402(0) of the CWA and 40 C.F.R. § 122.44()) require that effiuent limitatiens or
conditions in reissued Orders be at least as stringent as those in the existing Orders based on

the submitted sampling data.

Effluent limitations for discharges of storm water runcff from Discharge Points 001, 002 and
003 for oil and grease, acute toxicity and phenolic compounds are being carried over from the
previous Order (Order No. R4-2002-0029). Removal of these numeric limitations would
constitute backsliding under CWA section 402(0). The Regional Water Board has determined
that these numeric effluent iimitations continue to be applicable to the Facility. In addition,
new effluent limitations for discharges of storm water effluent from Discharge Points 001 and
003 for arsenic, COpper, lead, mercury, nicke!, silver, thallium, zinc, and bis(2-
ethylhexyl)phthalate have been added to this Order because ihe discharge from these
Discharge Points (001 and 003) demonstrated reasonable potential to exceed water quality
criteria for these parameters. Effluent limitations for arsenic, copper, lead, msroury, nickel,
thallium, zinc, and bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate for discharges of effluent from Discharge Point
002 have been added fo this Order because these constituents demonstrated reasonable
potential. Finally, new temperature and pH limitations have been added to the Order for
Discharge Points 001, 002, and 003 in ordsr to comply with requirements of the Basin Plan

and Thermal Plan.

Effluent limitations for discharges of hydrostatic test water through Discharge Point 004 for
pH, TSS, turbidity, BODs, of! and grease, settleable solids, sulfides, chlorine residual and
acute toxicity are being carried over from the previous Order (Order No. R4-2002-0029).
Removal of these numeric limitations would constitute backsiiding under CWA section 402(0).
The Regional Water Board has determined that these numeric effluent limitations continue to
be applicable to the Facility. In addition, based on the nature of operations (l.e., hydrostatic
testing for the integrity of new or rehabilitated pipes and petroieum storage tanks), the fimits
sor benzene continue 1o be appropriate and will be carried over. The nrevious Order included
WQBELs for lead, mercury, and zinc, however, all data submitied during the permit term for
these poliutants were non-detect and did not demonsirate reasonable potential for these
poliutants; therefore, effluent limitations for lead, mercury, and zinc will be remeoved from the
Order. An RPA was conducted using the monitoring data for the Discharger's hydrostatic test
water discharge data and ihe data indicated reasonable potential existed for copper. The
existing WQBELSs for copper; therefore, have been carried over.

The effiuent limitation for temperature in the hydrostatic test water has been revised from
100°F 1o 86"F to reflect the Thermal Plan and to be consistent with other Orders issued for

similar facilities.
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1. Satisfaction of Anti-Backsliding Requirements

Sections 402{0)(2) and 303(d)(4) of the CWA and federal regulations at titte 40, Code of
Federal Regulations 40 C.F.R. § 122.44(!) prohibit backsliding in NPDES permits. These anti-
backsliding provisions require effluent limitations in a reissued permit fo be as stringent as
those in the previous permit, with some exceptions where limitations may be relaxed. The
reissued permit is generally stringent than the previcus permit

The effluent limitations for lead, mercury, and zinc for Discharge Point 004 have been removed
from this Order. The available data for lead, mercury, and zinc for Discharge Point 004 were
reported as non-detect; therefore, these constituents did not demonstrate reasonable potential.
The monitoring data submitted by the Discharger is considered new informaticn. For all other
constituents, this permit includes more stringent fimits than those in the previocus Order.

5 Satisfaction of Antidegradation Policy

The permitted discharge is consistent with the antidegradation provisions of section 131.12
and State Water Board Resolution No. 68-76. Compliance with these req uirements will result
in the use of best practicable treatment or control of the discharge. The impact on existing

water quality will be insignificant.

The discharge from Ultramar, Inc., Wilmington Marine Terminal, Berth 184 is nol a new

discharge. The discharges from the Facility occur following storm avents and when new pipes
are being tested for integrity. Storm water is treated and tested prior to discharge fo ensure

the effluent limitations are met.

This NPDES permit includes effluent limitations to ensure the discharge does not adversely
impact the beneficial uses of the Los Angeles Inner Harbor or degrade water quality. The
inclusion of effluent limitations and prohibitions in the NPDES permii, which ensure that any
discharge would not result in the lowering of water quality, coupled with the fact that the
discharge occurs infrequently and is temporally limited, support the conclusion that no.
degradation will arise as a result of reissuing this permit. The issuance of this permit;
therefore, is consistent with the State’s Antidegradation Policy.

3. Stringency of Requirements for Individual Pollutants

This Order contains both technology-based and water quality-based effluent imitations for
individual pollutants, The technology-based effluent limitations consist of restrictions on pH,
' TSS, setlieable solids, oil and grease, sulfiges, =nd chlorine residual. Restrictions on pH, TSS,
seftleable solids, oil and grease, sulfides, and chlorine residual are discussed in Section IV.B.2.
This Order's technology-based poliutant restrictions implement the minimum, applicable federal

technology-based requirements.

WQBELs have been scientifically derived fo impiement water quality objectives that protect
beneficial uses. Both the beneficial uses and the water quality objectives have bsen approved
pursuant to federal law and the applicable federal water quality standards. To the extent that
toxic pollutant WQBELs were derived from the CTR, the CTR s the applicable standard pursuant
to section 131.38. The scientific procedures for calculating the individual WBELs for priority
poliutants are based on the CTR-SIP, which was initially approved by USEPA on May 18, 2000.
Subsequently, the SIP was amended on February 24, 2005, by the state Water Board. That
amendment became effective on July 13, 2005. All beneficial uses and water quality objectives
contained in the Basin Plan were approved under state law and submitted to and approved by
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ULTRAMAR, INC,

WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL, BERTH 184
DRDER NO. R4-2007-XXX

MPDES NO. CAD055718

E. Interim Effluent Limitations

40 CFR § 131.38(e) provides conditions under which interim effluent limitations and
compliance schedules may be issued. The SIP allows inclusion of an interim Jimitation with a
specific compliance schedule included in an NPDES permit for priority nollutants if the
limitation for the priority poliutant is hased on CTR criteria and the Discharger demonstrates
that it is infeasible to achieve immediate compliance with the effluent limitafions.

Based on effluent monitoring data submitted by the Discharger for storm water discharges
from Discharge Point 001, a comparison between the MEC and calculated AMEL and MDEL
values shows that the Discharger may be unable fo consistently comply with the AMEL and
MDEL established in this Order for copper, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, zinc, and bis(2-
ethylhexyl)phthalate. As a result, this Order contains interim iimitations for these parameters
and a compliance schedule that allows the Discharger from the sffective date of the Order
untii May 18, 2010, to comply with the final effluent limitations.

Based on storm water effluent monitoring data submitted by the Discharger for discharges
from Discharge Point 002, a comparison between the MEC and calculated AMEL and MDEL
values shows that the Discharger may be unable to consistently comply with the AMEL and
MDEL established in this Order for copper, lead, mercury, nicke!, zinc, and bis(2-
ethylhexyl)phthalate. As a result, this Order contains interim iimitations for these parameters
and a compliance schedule that allows the Discharger from the effective date of the Order
until May 18, 2010, io comply with the final effluent limitations.

Based on. storm water effluent monitoring data submitted by the Discharger for discharges
trom Discharge Point 003, a comparison hatween the MEC and calculated AMEL and MDEL
vaiues shows that the Discharger may be unable fo consistently comply with the AMEL and
MDEL established in this Order for copper, lead, mercury, nickel, zing, and bis(2-
sthylhexyl)phthalate. As a result, this Order contains interim iimitations for these parameters
and a compliance schedule that allows the Discharger from the effective date of the Order
until May 18, 2010, to comply with the final effluent limitations. S

Within 1 year after the effective date of this Order, the Discharger must prepare and submit a
compliance plan that describes the steps that will be taken to ensure compliance with
applicable limitations at Discharge Paints 001, 002, and 003.

Pursuant to the SIP (Section 2.2.1, Interim Requirements under & Compliance Schedule},
when compliance schedules are established in an Crder, interim limitations must be included
hzsed on current treatment facility performance or existing permit limitaticns, whichever is
more stringent to maintain existing water quality. For Discharge Points 001, 002, and 003,
Order No. R4-2002-0029 does not contain effluent limitations for copper, lead, mercury,
nickel, siiver, zinc and bis(2-ethylhexy!)phthalate. There are insufficient data to perform a
meaningful statistical analysis to develop interim limitations for mercury, silver, and bis{(2-
ethylhexyl)phthalate; therefore, the MEC will serve as the basis for the interim effluent
limitation for these pollutants. .For Discharge Points 001, 002, and 003, there are fifieen
detected data points for copper, lead, nickel, and zing; therefore, the 99" percentile value
serves as the basis for the interim effluent limitations for these poliutants. It should be noted
that the Regional Water Board may take appropriate enforcemeant actions if interim limitations

and requirements are not met.

The SIP requires that the Regional Water Board establish other interim requirements such as
requiring the discharger to develop a poilutant minimization plan and/or source control
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measures and participates in the activities necessary to achieve the final effluent limitations.
These interim limitations shall be in effect from the effective date of this Order until May 17,
2010, after which, the Discharger shall demonstrate compliance with the final effluent

limitations.
Table F-12a. Interim Effluent Limitations for Discharge Point 001
' — T Maximum Daily | Average Monthly
Parameter Unit | “Efent Limit | Effluent Limit

Copper, Total Recoverable | pg/l 91 —
Lead, Total Recoverable poft 290 o
Mercury, Total pafl 0.50
Recoverable : T
Nickel, Total Recoverable gl 18 —
Silver, Tatal Recoverable gl 5 ---
Zinc, Total Recoverable Lol 1,500 -—

L_Bij(2—ethylhexyl)Phtha\aie pg/L 21 —

Table F-12b. Interim Effluent Limitations for Discharge Point D02

| Maximurmn Daily | Average Monthly
Parameter Unit | “ceoient Limit | Effluent Limit

Copper, Total Recoverable | pg/L 87

Lead, Total Recoverable Lol 250

Mercury, Total Jiiel| 014

Recoverable ‘

Nickel, Total Recoverable 18 24

Zinc, Total Recoverable Hofl 1,200
Bis(2—eth§lhex§l.iphthalate | pglu 24

Table F~12¢. Interim Effluent Limitations for Discharge Point 003

[ Maximum Dail Average Monthl
Parameter Unit | oot Limit Effluont Limit Y
Copper, Total Recaverable | pg/l 97 -
Lead, Total Recoverable ug/l 300 -—
Mercury, Total ugll 0.50 .
Recoverable )
Nickel, Total Recoverable g/l 18 —
Zinc, Total Recoverable ug/l 1,400 —
Bis(2-ethyinexy)Phthalate | #g/b 20 — ]

F. Land Discharge Specifications
Not Applicable.
G. Reciamation Specifications

Not Applicable.
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Y.

VI

Attachment F — Fact Sheei

RATIONALE FOR RECEIVING WATER LIMITATIONS

A. Surface Water

The Basin Plan contains numeric and narrative water quality objectives applicable to all
surface waters within the Los Angeles Region. Water quality objectives include an objective
i maintain the high guality waters pursuant to federal regulations (section 131.12) and Siate
Water Board Resolution No. 68-16. Receiving water [imitations in this Order are included tc
ensure protection of benaficial uses of the receiving water and are based on the water quality

ohiectives contained in the Basin Plan.
B. Groundwater

Not Anpiicable.
RATIONALE FOR MONITORING AND REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

40 C.F.R. § 122.48 requires that all NPDES permiis 1o specify recording and reporting of
monitoring results. Water Code sections 13267 and 13383 authorize the Regional Water Board
to require technical and monitoring reports.  The Monitoring and Reporting Program (MRP),
Attachment E of this Order, establishes monitoring and reporting requirements 1o implement
saderal and state requirements. The following provides the -ationale for the monitoring and
reperiing req uirements contained in the MRP for this Facility.

A. Influent Monitoring
Not Applicable.

B. Effiuent Monitoring

Manitoring for those pollutants expected fo be present in the Monitoring Locations M-001. M-
002, M-003, and M-004 discharged through Discharge Points 001, €02, 003, and 004 will be
required as shown on the proposed MRP. To determine compliance with effluent fimitations,
the proposed monitaring plan carries forward monitoring requirements and frequencies from
the previous Order No. R2-2002-0029 with some modifications. in the proposed Crder, siorm
water monitoring requirements for Discharge Points 001, 002 and 003 at Locations M-001
through M-003 will be carried over from the previous Order as well as the monitoring frequencies
for these pollutants. In addition, for storm water dischargss through Discharge Point 001, 002,
and 003, thallium and bis(?.-ethylhexy])phthalate will be added to the proposed Order because

these pollutants show reasonable potential.

For hydrostatic test water discharges through Discharge Points 004, all monitoring req uirements
will be carried over to the proposed Order.

According 1o the SIP, the Discharger is required to monitor the efflusnt for the CTR priority
pollutants, to determine reasonable potential. Accordingly, the Regional Water Board is
requiring that the Discharger conduct efluent monitoring of the CTR priority poliutants. The
monitoring requirements and fraquencies of the priority pollutants in the proposed permit are

carried over from the previous permit.
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C. Whole Effiuent Toxicity Testing Requirements

Whole effluent toxicity (WET) protects the recelving water guality from the aggregate toxic
effect of a mixture of pollutants in the effluent. An acute toxicity test is conducted over a short
fime pericd and measures mortality. A chronic texicity test is conductad over a longer period
of time and may measure mortality, reproduction, and growth. This Order includes limitations
for acute, and therefore, monitoring requirements are included in the MRP to determine
compliance with the effluent limitations established in Limitations and Discharge
Requirements, Effluent Limitations, Section IV.A.1.a.

D. Receiving Water Monitoring X

1. Surface Water

This Order includes receiving water limitations and therefore, monitoring requirements are
included in the MRP to determine compliance with the receiving water limitations

~ astablished in Limitations and Discharge Reguirements, Receiving Water Limitations,
section V.A. Monitoring for tempsrature, oH, and dissolved oxygen in the downstream
receiving water, at Monitoring Location RSW-002, is included in the propesed permit. The
Discharger is also required to perform general observations of the recelving water when
discharges occur and report the observations in the monitoring report. Attention shall be
given fo the presence or absence of: floating or suspended matter, discoloration, aquatic
life, visible film, sheen or coating, and fungi, slime, or objectionable growths.

According {o the SIP, the Discharger i required to monitor the upstream receiving water
for the CTR priority poliutants, to determine reasonable potential. Accordingly, the
Regional Water Board is requiring that the Discharger conduct upstream receiving water
monitoring of the CTR priority pollutants at Menitoring Location RSW-001. The Discharger
must analyze temperature, pH, and hardness of the upstream receiving water at the same
time the samples are collected for priority poliutants analysis.

2. Groundwater

Not Applicable.

E. Other Monitoring Requirements

There is insufficient monitoring data 1o conduct the RPA for the 2,3,7,8-TCDD congseners.
The Order includes requirements for monitoring of 2,3,7,8-TCDD congenars for both effiuent

and receiving waters.

The Discharger is also required to conduct effluent water monitoring at Discharger Points 001,
002, and 003, and receiving water monitoring at RSW-00"1 for the presence Of the 2,3,7.8-
tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin (TCDD or Dioxin) congeners. The monitoring shall be a grab
sample during discharge (once during the wet weather and once during dry weather) for two
years (during the 2™ year and 4" year of the nermit). The 2.3,7,8-TCDD and the 16 congeners
are listed in the Table below. The Discharger is required to calculate Toxic Equivalence (TEQ)
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jor each congener by multiplying its analytic

al concentration by the appropriate Toxicity

Equivalence Factors (TEF) provided below.

Congeners TEF
2.3,7,8-tetra DD 1.0
1,2,3,7,8-penta CDD 1.0
1,2,3,4,7, 8-hexa chD 0.7
1.2,3,6,7,8-nexa CDD 0.1
1,2,3,7,8,9-hexa CbhD 04
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-hepta CDD 0.01
Ocia CDD 0.0001
2,3,7,8-tetra CDF 0.1
1,2,3,7,8-penta CDF _ 0.05
2,3,4,7,8-penta CDF 0.5
1,2,3,4,7,8-hexa CDF 0.1
1,2,3,6,7,8-hexa CDF 0.1
1.2.3,7,8,9-hexa CDF 0.1
2,3,4,6,7,8-hexa CDF 0.1
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-hepia CDF 0.01
1,2,3,4,7,8,08-hepta CDF 0.0
[ Octa CDF 0.0001

VIl. RATIONALE FOR PROVISIONS

A. Standard Provisions

1.

Attachment F — Fact Sheet

Federal Standard Provisions

Standard Provisions, which apply to all NPDES permits in accordance with 40 C.F.R. §
122.44, and additional conditions applicable to specified categories of permits in
accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 122,42, are provided in Attachment D. The Discharger must
comply with all standard provisions and with those additional cenditions that are applicable

under 40 C.F.R. § 122.42.

40 C.F.R. § 122.41(a){1) and (b) through (11} establish conditions that apply to all State-
issued NPDES permits. These conditions must be incorporated into the permits either
expressly or by reference. ¥ incorporated by reference, a specific citation o the
regulations must be included in the Order. Section 123.25(a)(12) allows the state to omit
or modify conditions o impose more sfringent requirements. In accordance with section
123.25. this Order omits federal conditions that address enforcement authority specified in
sections 122.41(j)(5) and (k)(2) because the enforcement authority under the Water Code
is more stringent. In lieu of these conditions, this Order incorporates by reference Water

Code section 13387(¢).
Regional Water Board Standard Provisions

Regional Water Board Standard Prcvisioné are based on the CWA, USEPA regulations,
and the Water Code.
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B. Special Provisions

1. Reopener Provisions

These provisions are based on section 123 and the previous Order, The Regional Water
Board may reopen the permit o modify permit conditions and reguirements. Causes for
modifications include the promulgation of new federal regulations, modification in toxicity
requirements, or adoption of new regulations by the State Water Board or Regional Water

Board, including revisions fo the Basin Plan.
2. Special Studies and Additional Monitoring Requirements

a. Initial Investigation Toxicity Reduction Evaluation Workpian. This provision is based
on section 4 of the SIP, Toxicity Conirol Provisions.

3. Best Management Practices and Poliution Prevention

This provision is based on 40 C.F.R. § 122.44(k) and includes the requirement to maintain
a SWPPP.

4. Compliance Schedules

This provision is based on the SIP, Section 2.1, Compliance Schedules. CTR's
Compiiance Schedule provisions sunseted on May 17, 2005. After this date, the
provisions of the SIP allow for Compliance Schedules not to exceed 5 years from issuance
or past May 17, 2010, which ever is soconer. The Discharger is required fo develop and

submit a Compliance Plan.

According to the SIP, pollution prevention measurss may be particularly appropriate for
persistent bioaccumulative priority poliutants where there is evidence that beneficial uses are

being impacted.

This Order also requires that the Discharger develop and implement a Poliution Minimization
Plan for arsenic, copper, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, thaliium, zinc, benzene and bis (2-
ethylhexyl)phthalate. The Discharger stated in their Work Plan which was submitted on
January 14, 2003, that they were investigating a2 ireatment system for controliing
concentrations of copper, zinc, and residual chlorine; the Work Plan is currenily being
implemented. This action supports the need for the Discharger fo develop and implement
s Pollution Minimization Plan for the aforementioned parameters. Pursuant to section
2.4.5.4 of the SIP, pollution minimization includes: monitoring for potential sources of the
pollutants, periodic monitoring, contral strategy, control measure implementation, ancd an
annual status report sent to the Regional Water Board.

5. Construction, Operation, and Maintenance Specifications

This provision is based on the requirements of 40 C.F.R. § 122.41(e) and the pre\}ious
Order.

6. Special Provisions for Municipal Facilities (POTWs Only)
Not Applicable.
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7. Other Special Provisions

Not Applicable.

VIIl. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

The California Regional Water Quality Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Water Board) is
considering the issuance of waste discharge reguirements (WDRs) that will serve as a National
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for Uitramar, Inc., Wilmington Marine
Terminal, Berth 164, Baftery 1. As a step in the WDR adoption process, the Regional Water
Board staff has developed tentative WDRs. The Regional Water Board encourages public

participation in the WDR adoption process.
A. Notification of Interested Parties |

The Regional Water Board has notified the Discharger and interested agencies and persons
of its intent io prescribe waste discharge requirements for the discharge and has provided
them with an opportunity to submit their written comments and recommendations.

B. Written Comments

The staff determinations are tentative. Interested persons are invited to submit written
comments concerning these tentative WDRs. Comments must be submitied either in person
or by mall to the Executive Office at the Regional Water Board at the address above on the

cover page of this Order.

To be fully responded to by staff and considered by the Regiona! Water Board, written
comments should be received at the Regional Board offices by 5:00 p.m. on July 19, 2007.

C. Public Hearing

The Regional Water Board will hold a public hearing on the tentative WDRs during its regular
Soard meeting on the following date and time and at the following location:

Date: August 8, 2007
Time: - 9:00 AM.
Location: Metropolitan Water District, Board Room

700 N. Alameda Street,
Los Angeles, California

Interesied persons are invited to attend. At the public hearing, the Regional Water Board will
hear testimony, if any, pertinent to the discharge, WDRs, and permit. Oral testimony will be
heard; however, for accuracy of the record, important testimony should be in writing.

- Please be aware that dates and venues may change; Our web address is
http:waw.waterboards.ca.qov!losanqeles where you can access the current agenda for

changes in dates and ocations.
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D. Nature of Hearing

This will be a formal adjudicative hearing pursuant to section 648 et seq. of title 23 of the
California Code of Regulafions. Chapter 5 of the California Administrative Procedure Act
(commencing with section 41500 of the Government Code) will not apply to this proceeding.

Fx Parte Communications Prohibited: As a quasi-adjudicative proceeding, no board member
may discuss the subject of this hearing with any persen, except during the public hearing itself.
Any communications to the Regional Board must be directed to staff.

E. Parties to the-Hearing

The following are the parties to this proceeding:
1. The applicant/permittee — Ultramar, Inc.
2. Regicnal Board Staff

Any other persons requesting party staius must submit a written or elactronic request to staff not
|later than [20] business days before the hearing. All parties wil be notified if other persons are

so designated.
F. Public Comments and Submittal of Evidence

Persons wishing to comment upon or ohject to the tentative waste discharge requirements, or
submit evidence for the Board fo consider, are invited to submit them in writing to the above
address. To be svaluated and responded to by staff, included in the Board's agenda folder, and
fully considered by the Board, written commenis must be received no later than close of
business July 19, 2007. Comments or evidence received after that date will be submitfed, ex
agenda, to the Roard for consideration, but only included in administrative record with express
approval of the Chair during the hearing. Additionally, if the Board receives only supportive
comments, the permit may be placed on the Board's consent calendar, and approved without

an oral festimony.

G. Hearing Procedure

The meeting, in which the hearing will be a part of, will start at 8:00 a.m. Interested persons are
invited to attend. Staff will present the matter under consideration, after which oral statements
from pariies or interested persons will be heard. For accuracy of the record, all important
testimony: should be in writing. The Board will include in the administrative record written
transcriptions of oral testimony that is actually presenied at the hearing. Oral testimony may be
imited fo 30 minutes maximum or less for each speaker, depending on the number of parsons
. wishing 1o be heard. Parties or persons with similar concerns or opinions are encouraged 1o
choose one representative 10 speak. Al the conclusicn of testimony, the Board will deliberate in

open or close session, and render a decisicn.

Parties or persons with special procedurai requests shouid contact staff. Any procedure not
specified in this hearing notice will be waived pursuant to section 648(d) of title 23 of the
Califomnia Code of Regulations. Objections to any procedure 1o be used during this hearing
must be submitted in writing not later than close of [15] business days prior fo the date of the
hearing. Procedural objections will not be entertained at the hearing.
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If there should not be a guorum on ihe scheduled date of this mesting, al cases will be
automatically continued to the next scheduled meeting on September 8, 2007. A continuance

will not extend any time set forth herein.

H. Waste Discharge Requirements Petitions

Any aggrieved person may petition the State Water Board to review the decision of the
Regional Water Board regarding the final WDRs. The petition must be submitted within 30
days of the Regional Water Board’s action to the following address:

State Water Resources Contral Board
Office of Chief Counsel

P.0O. Box 100, 1001} Street
Sacramento, CA 85812-0100

I. Information and Copying

The Report of Waste Discharge (RWD), related docurnents, tentative effluent limitations and
special provisions, comments received, and other information are on fle and may be
inspected at the address below at any time between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday. Copying of documents may be arranged through the Regional Water Board by calling

(213) 576-6600.

California Regional Water Quality Conirol Board
Los Angeles Region

320 West 4" Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, CA 90013

J. Register of Interested Persons

Any person interested in being placed on the mailing list for information regarding the WDRs L
and NPDES permit should contact the Regional Water'Board, reference this facility, and

provide a name, address, and phone number.

K. Additional Information

Requests for additional information or guestions regarding this order should be directed to
Rosario Aston at (213) 576-6653. '
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ATTAGHMENT G - STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN REQUIREMENTS

SECTION A: STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN REQUIREMENTS

d

Obijectives

The SWPPP has two major objectives: (a) to identify and evaluate SOUrces of poliutants
associated with industrial activities that may affect the quality of storm water discharges and
authorized non-storm water discharges from the facility; and (b} to identify and implement site-
spacific best management practices (BMPs) to reduce or prevent pellutants associated with
industrial activities in storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges.
BMPs may include a variety of poliution prevention measures or other low-cost and pollution
control measures. They are generally categorized as non-structural BMPs (activity schedules,

rohibitions of practices, maintenance procedures, and other low-cost measures) and as
structural BMPs (treatment measures, run-off controls, over-head coverage.) To achieve these
objectives, facility operators should consider the five phase process for SWPPP development

and implementation as shown in Table A.

The SWPPP requirements are designed fo be sufficiently fiexible to mest the needs of various
faciliies. SWPPP requirements that are not applicable te a facility should not be included in the

SWPPP.

A facility's SWPPP is a wriiten document that shall contain a compliance activity schedule, a
description of industrial activities and pollutant sources, descriptions of BMPs, drawings, maps,
and relevant copies or references of parts of other plans. The SWPPP shall be revised
whenever appropriate and shall be readily available for review by facility empioyees or Regiconal

Water Board inspectors.
Planning and'Organization

a. Pollution Prevention Team

The SWPPP shall identify a specific individual or individuais and their positions within the
facility organization as members of a storm water pollution prevention team responsible for
daveloping the SWPPP, assisting the facility manager in SWPPP implementation and
revision, and conducting all monitoring program activities required in the Monitoring and
Reporting Program (Attachment E). The SWPPP shall clearly identify the related
responsibilities, duties, and aciivities of each ieam member.. For small facifities, storm waler
pollution prevention teams may consist of one individual where apprepriate.

b. Review Other Requirements and Existing Facility Plans

The SWPPP may incorporate or reference the appropriate elements of other regulatory
requirements. Facility operators should review all local, State, and Federal requirements that
impact, complement, or are consistent with the requirements of this Order. Facility operators
should identify any existing facility plans that contain storm water pollutant control measures
or relate to the reguirements of this Order. As examples, facility operators whose facilities
are subject to Federal Spill Prevention Conirol and Countermeasuras requirements should
already have instituted a plan io contro! spille of certain hazardous materials. Similarly,
facility operators whose facilities are subject o air guality related permits and regulations may
slready have evaluated industrial activities that generate dust cr particulates.
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3. Site Map

The SWPPP shall include a site map. The site map shall be provided on an 8-% x 11 inch or
Jjarger sheet and include notes, legends, and other data as appropriate to ensure that the site

map is clear and understandable. If necessary, facility operators may prowvi

information on multiple site maps.

TABLE A

FIVE PHASES FOR DEVELOPING AND IMPLEMENTING INDUSTRIAL
STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLANS

T PLANNING AND ORGANIZATION

Form Pollution Prevention Team
Review other plans

ASSESSMENT PHASE

Develop a site map

identify potential pollutant sources
Inventory of materials and chemicals
List significant spilis and leaks
Identify non-storm water dischargses
Assess poliutant Risks

BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES IDENTIFICATION PHASE

Non-structural BMPs
Structural BMPs
Select activity and site-specific BMPs

| IMPLEMENTATION PHASE

Train employees
Implement BMPs
Conduct recordkeeping and reporting

EVALUATION / MONITORING

Canduct annual site gvaluation
Review monitoring information
Evaluaie BMPs

Review and revise SWPPP

L
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The foliowing information shall be included on the site map:

a. The faciiity boundaries; the outline of all storm water drainage areas within the facility
boundaries; portions of the drainage area impacted by run-on from surrounding areas; and
direction of fiow of each drainage area, on-site surface water bodies, and areas of soil
erosion. The map shall also identify nearby water bodies (such as rivers, lakes, and
ponds) and municipal storm drain inlets where the facility's storm water discharges and

authorized non-storm water discharges may be received.

b. The location of the storm water collection and conveyance system, associated points of
discharge, and direction of flow. Include any structural control measures that affect storm
water discharges, authorized non-storm water discharges, and run-on. Examples of
structural control measures are catch basins, berms, detention ponds, secondary

containment, oil-water separators, diversion barriers, etc.

c. An outline of all impervious areas of the facility, including paved areas, buildings, covered
storage areas, or other roofed structures.

d. Locations where materials are directly exposed to precipitation and the locations where
significant spills or leaks have occurred.

e, Areas of indusirial activity. This shall include the locafions of all storage areas and
storage tanks, shipping and receiving areas, fueling areas, vehicle and eguipment
storage/maintenance areas, material handling and processing areas, waste freatment and
disposa!l areas, dust or particulate generating areas, cleaning and rinsing areas, and other
areas cf industrial activity which are potential pollutant sources.

4. List of Significant Materials

The SWPPP shall include a list of significant materials handled and stored at the site. For each
material on the list, describe the locations where the material is being stored, received, shipped,
and handled, as well as the typical quantities and frequency. Materials shall include raw
materials, intermediate products, final or finished products, recycled materials, and waste or

dispcsed materials.
5. Description of Potential Pollutant Sources
a. The SWPPP shall include a narrative description of the faciity's industrial activilies
associated potential pollutant sources, and potential pollutants that could be discharged in

storm water discharges or authorized nen-storm water discharges. At a minimum, the
following ifems related to a facility's industrial activities shall be considered:
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iil.

Industrial Processes

Describe each industrial process, the type, characteristics, and quantity of significant
materials used in or resulting from the process, and a description of the manufacturing,
cleaning, rinsing, recycling, disposal, or oiher activities related to the process. Where
applicable, areas protected by containment  structures  and the corresponding

containment capacity shall be described.
Material Handling and Storage Areas

Describe each handling and siorage area, type, characteristics, and quantity of
significant materials handled or stored, description of the shipping, receiving, and
loading procedures, and the spill or leak prevention and response progedures. Where
applicable, areas protected by containment  structures and the corresponding

containment capacity shall be described.

Dust and Particulate Generating Activities

Describe all industrial activities that generate dust or particulates that may be depesited
within the facility's boundaries and identify their discharge iocations; the characteristics
of dust and particulate pollutants; the approximate quantity of dust and particulate
noliutants that may be deposited within the facility boundaries; and a description of the
primary areas of the facility where dust and particulate poliutants would setile.

Significant Spills and L eaks

Describe materials that have spilled or leaked in significant quantities in storm water.
The description shall include the type, characteristics, and approximate guantity of the
material spiled or leaked, the cleanup or remedial actions that have occurred or are
pianned, the approximate remaining guantity of materials that may be exposed fo siorm
water or non-storm water discharges, and the preventative measures taken o ensure

' spill or leaks do not recccur. Such list shall be updated as appropriate during the {erm of

this Order.
Non-Storm Waiter Discharges

Facility operators shall investigate the facility to identify all non-storm water discharges
and their sources not authorized by this Crder. AS part of this investigation, all drains
(inlets and outlets) shall be evaluated to identify whether they connect o the storm drain

system.

All un-authorized non-storm water discharges shall be described. This shaill include the -
source, quaniity, frequency, and characteristics of the un-authorized non-storm water

discharges and associated drainage area.

The SWPPP must include BMPs to prevent or reduce contact of un-authorized non-
storm water discharges with significant materials or equipment.
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vi. Soil Erosion

Describe the facility locations where soil erosion may occur as a result of indusirial
activity, storm water discharges associated with industrial activity, or authorized non-

storm water discharges.

b. The SWPPP shall include a summary of all areas of industrial activities, potential poilutant
sources, and potential poliutanis. This information should be summarized similar to Table
B. The last column of Table B, "Control Practices”, should be completed in accordance

with Section 7. below.

6. Assessment of Potential Pollutant Sources

a. The SWPPP shall include a narrative assessment of all industrial activities and potential
pollutant sources as described above to determine:

i Which areas of the facility are likely sources of pollutanis in storm water discharges and
authorized non-storm water discharges, and

i, Which pollutants are likely fo be present in storm waler discharges and authorized non-
storm water discharges. Facility operators shall consider and evaluate various faciors
when performing this assessment such as current storm water BMPs; guantities of
significant materials handled, produced, stored, or disposed of; likelihood of exposure to
storm water or authorized non-storm water discharges; history of spill or leaks; and run-

on from outside sources.

h. Facility operators shall summarize ihe areas of the facility that are likely sources of
pollutants and the corresponding pollutants that are likely to be present in storm water
discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges.

- Facility operators are required 1o develop'and implement additional BMPs as appropriate
and necessary to prevent or reduce poliutants associated with each pollutant source. The

BMPs will be narratively described in Section 7 below.

7.  Storm Water Best Management Practices

The SWPPP shall include a narrative description of the storm water BMPs to be implemenied at
the facility for each potential poliutant and its source identified in the siie assessment phase
(Sections 5 and &, above). The BMPs shall be developed and implemented to reduce or
prevent pollutantsin storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges. Each
pollutant and its source may require one or more BMPs. Some BMPs may be implemented for
multiple pollutants and their sources, while other BMPs will be implemented for a very specific

polutant and its source.
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TABLE B
EXAMPLE

ASSESSMENT OF POTENTIAL POLLUTION SOURCES AND
CORRESPONDING BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES
SUMMARY

Spills caused by
topping  off fue!
tanks.

Hosing or washing
down fue! oil fuel
area.
Leaking storage
tanks.

Rainfall running off
fuel oil, and

rainfall running onto
and off fueling
arga.

fuel oil

Area Activity | Pollutant Source Pollutant
Vehicle & Fueling Spils and leaks
Equipment during delivery.

Fueling

Best Management Practices
Use spill and overfiow proteciion.

Minimize run-on of storm water into the
fueling area.

Cover fueling area.

Use dry cieanup methods rather than
hosing down area.

Impiement proper spill prevention control
program.

Implement adequate preventative
maintenance program to praventive tank
ang iine leaks.

inspect fueling areas regularly to detect
problems befare they aceur.

Train employees on proper fueling,
cleanup, and spill response technigues.

The description of the BMPs shall identify the BMPs as (1) existing BMPs, (2) existing BMPs 1o
he revised and implemented, or (3) new BMPs o be implemented. The description shall also
include a discussion on the effectiveness of each BMP to reduce or prevent pollutants in storm

water discharges and authorized non-storm wa
symmary of all BMPs implemented for each pollutani source.

summarized similar to Table B.

Facility operators shall consider the following B

a. Non-Structural BMPs

ter discharges.

The SWPPP shall provide a
This information should be

MPs for implementation at the facility:

Non-structural BMPs generally consist of processes, nrohibifions, procedures, schedule of
activities, etc., that prevent poliutants associated with industrial activity from contacting

with storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges.

They are

considered low technology, cost-effective measures. Facility cperators should consider all
possible non-structural BMPs options hefore considering additional structural BMPs (see

Section 7.b, below). Below isalisto

f non-structural BMPs that should be considered:
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i.

iii.

vi.

vii.

viii.

Good Housekeeping

Good housekeeping generally consist of practical procedures o maintain a clean and
crderly facility.

Preventive Maintenance

Preventive maintenance includes the regular inspection and maintenance of structural
storm water controls (cateh hasins, oil-water separafcrs, etc.) as well as other facility

equipment and systems.

Spill Response

This includes spill clean-up procedures and necessary ciean-up equipment based upbn
the quantities and locations of significant materials that may spili o leak.

Matertal Handling and Storage

This includes all procedurés to minimize the potential for spills and leaks and to minimize
exposure Of significant materials to storm water and authorized non-storm water

discharges.
Employee Training

This includes training of personnel who are responsible for (1) implementing activities
identified in the SWPPP, (2) conducting inspections, sampling, and visual observations,
and (3) managing storm water. Training should address topics such as spill response,
good housekeeping, and material handling procedures, and actions necessary {0
implement all BMPs identified in the SWPPP. The SWPPP shall identify periodic dates
for such training. Records shall be maintained of all training sessions held. ‘ ‘

Waste Handling/Recycling

This includes the procedures or processes 10 handle, siore, or dispose of waste
materials or recyclable materials.

Recordkeeping and Internal Reporting

This includes the procedures to ensure that all records of inspections, snills,
maintenance activities, corrective actions, visual observations, stc., are developed,
retained, and provided, as necessary, to the appropriate facliity persannel.

Erosion Control and Site Stabilization

This includes a description of all sediment and erosion control activities. This may
include the planting and maintenance of vegetation, diversion of run-on and runoff,
placement of sandbags, sili screens, of other sediment controi devices, etc.

Inspections

his includes, in addition to the preventative maintenance inspections identified above,
an inspection schedule of all potential pollutant sources. Tracking and follow-up
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b.

procedures shall be described to ensure adequate corrective actions are faken and
SWPPPs are made. '

Quality Assurance

This includes the procedures fo ensure inat all elernents of the SWPPP and Monitoring
Program are adequately conducted.

Structural BMPs

Where non-structural BMPs as identified in Section 7.a. above are not effective, structural
BMPs shall be considered. . Structural BMPs generally consist of structura! devices that
reduce or prevent poliutants in storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water
discharges. Below is a list of structural BMPs that should he considered.

Overhead Coverage

This includes structures that provide horizontal coverage of materials, chemicals, and
pollutant sources from contact with storm water and authorized non-storm water

discharges.

Retantion Ponds

This includes basing, ponds, surface impoundments, bermed areas, efc. that do not
allow storm water to discharge from the facility.

Control Devices

This includes berms or other devices that ehannel or route run-on and runoff away from
pollutant sources.

_ Secondary Containment Structures

This generally includes containment structures around storage tanks and cther areas for
the purpose of collecting any leaks or spills.

Treatment

This includes inlet controls, infiltration devices, oil-water separators, detention ponds,
vegetative swales, etc. that reduce the poilutants in" storm water discharges and

authorized non-storm water discharges.

5  SWPPP General Requirements

a.

b.

The SWPPP shall be retained on site and made availabie upon request of a
representative of the Regional Water Board and/or local storm water management agency
(local agency) which receives the storm water discharges.

The Regional Water Roard and/or local agency may notify the facility cperator when the
SWPPP does not meet one or more of the minimum requirements of this Sectiion. As
requested by the Regional Water Board and/or local agency, the facility operator shall
submit an SWPPP revision and implementation schedule ihat meets the minimum
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requirements of this seclion to the Regional Water Board and/or local agency that
requesied the SWPPP revisions.

c. The SWPPP shall be revised, as appropriate, and implemented prior o changes in
industrial activities which (1) may significantly increase the guantities of poliutants in storm
water discharge, (i} cause a new aread of industria! activity at the faciiity to be exposed to
storm water, or (i) begin an industrial activity which would introduce a new pollutant

source af the facllity.

d. The SWPPP shall be revised and implemented in a timely manner, but in no case more
than 90 days after a facility operator determines that the SWPPP is in violation of any

requirement(s) of this Order.

e. When any part of the SWPPP is infeasible to implement by the deadlines specified in this
Order due to proposed significant structural changes, the facility operator shall submit a
report to the Regional Water Board prior o the applicable deadline that (i) describes the
portion of the SWPPP that is infeasible to implement by the deadiine, (i) provides
justification for a time extension, (iij) provides a schedule for completing and implementing
that portion of the SWPPP, and (iv) describes the BMPs that will be implemented in the
interim period to reduce or prevent pollutants in storm water discharges and authorized
non-storm water discharges. Such reports are subject to Regicnal Water Board approval
and/or modifications. Facility operators shall provide written notification to the Regional
Water Board within 14 days after the SWPPP revisions are implemented.

f  The SWPPP shall be provided, upon request, to the Regional Water Board. The SWPPP
is considered a report that shal! be available to the public by the Regional Water Board
under Section 308(b) of the Clean Water Act.
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ATTAGCHMENT H — STATE WATER BOARD MINIMUM LEVELS (M L)

The Minimum Levels (MLs) in this appendix are for use in reporting and compliance determination
purposes in accordance with section 2.4 of the State Implementation Policy. These MLs were
derived from data for priority pollutants provided by State cerified analytical laboratories in 1997 and
4008. These MLs shall be used untii new values are adopted by the State Watar Board and become
cFactive. The following tables (Tables 2a - 2d) present MLs for four major chemical groupings:

volatile substances, semi-volatile substances, inorganics, and pesticides and PCBs.

Table 2a - VOLATILE SUBSTANCES* ' © o Qe GCMS!
1,1 Dichloroethane 0.5 1
1.4 Dichloroethylene 0.5 2
1,1,1 Trichloraethane 0.5 2
1,1,2 Trichloroethane 0.5 2
1,1,2,2 Tetrachlorogihang 0.5 1
1 2 Dichiorobenzene (volatile) .5 2
1,2 Dichlorcethane 0.5 2
1,2 Dichlorppropane 0.5 1
1.3 Dichiorobenzene {volatile) 0.5 2
1,3 Dichloropropene {volatile) 0.5 2
1,4 Dichlorobenzens (volatite) 0.5 2
Acrolein 2.0 5
Acrylonitrile 2.0 2
Benzens 0.5 A
Bromoform 0.5 2
Methyl Bromide 1.0 2
Carbon Tetrachloride 0.5 2
Chlorocbenzeng 0.5 2
Chlorodibramo-methane 0.5 2
Chlorosthane 0.5 2
Chloroform 0.5 2
Chloromethane 0.5 2
Dichlorobramo-methane 0.5 2
Dichloromethane - 0.5 2
Ethylbgnzene 0.5 2
Tetrachloroethylene ] 0.5 2
Toluene 0.5 2
Trans-1.2 Dichloroethylene ' 0.5 1
Trichlorosthene 0.5 2
["Vinyl Chloride ' 05 2|

*The normal method-specific factor for these substances is 1; therefore, the lowest standard congentration in
the calibration curve is equal to the above ML value for gach substance. :

. Table 2b - SEMI-VOLATILE‘SUBSTANCES*' Goi o r e TGOMS L i) "COLOR!
Benzo (a} Anthracene 10 -
1,2 Dichlorobenzeng (semivolatiie) 2

1,2 Diphenylhydrazine

1,2,4 Trichlorobenzene
1,3 Dichlorobenzene {semivolatile)
1,4 Dichlorobenzene {(semivolatile)
2 Chlorophenoi

2,4 Dichiorephencl

SN N
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Table 2b - SEMI-VOLATILE SUBSTANCES* i~ - ~|- TGO, GOMSH L el LC-- ' [ COLOR.’
2,4 Dimethylphenol 1 2
2.4 Dinitrophenol 5 5
2.4 Dinitrofoluene 10 5
2.,4,6 Trichlorophenol 10 10
2,6 Dinitrofaluene 5
2- Nitrophenol 10
2-Chloroethyl vinyl ether 1 1
2-Chloronaphthalene 10
3,3 Dichlorcbenzidine 5
Benzo (b) Fluoranthene 10 10
3-Methyl-Chlorophenal 5 1
4 6 Dinitro-2-methylphenal 10 5
4- Nitrophenol 5 10
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether 10 5
A-Chlorophenyl phenyl ether 5
Acenaphthene 1 1 0.5
Acenaphthylene 10 0.2
Anthracensg 10 2
Benzidine 5
Benzo(a) pyrane 10 2
Benzo(g,h [)perylene 5 0.1
Benzo(kjfluoranthene 10 2
bis 2-(1-Chloroethoxyl) methane 5
bis(2-chloroethyl) ether 10 1
bis{2-Chloroisopropyl) ether 10 2
his{2-Ethylhexyl) phihalate 10 5
Butyl benzyl phthaiate 10 10
Chrysens 10 5
di-n-Butyl phthalate 10
di-n-Octyl phthalate 10
Dibenza{a,h)-anthracene 10 0.1
Diethyl phthalate 10 2
Dimethyl phthaiaie 10 2

| Fluoranthens 10 1 0.05
Fluorene 10 0.1
Hexachloro-cyclopentadiene 5 5
Hexachiorobenzene 5 1
Hexachlorohutadiene 5 1
Hexachloroethane 5 1
Indeno(1,2,3,cd)-pyrene 10 0.05
|spphorong 10 1
N-Nitroso diphenyl amine 10 1
N-Nitroso-dimethy! amine 10 5
N-Nitrosc -ci n-propyl amine 10 2]
Naphthalene 10 1 0.2
Nitrobenzene 10 1
Pentachiorophenal 1 5
Phenanthrene 5 0.05
Pheng! ™ 1 1 50
Pyrene 10 0.05

* \With the exception of phenol by colorimetric technigue, the normal method-specific factor for these
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substances is 1,000; therefore, the lowest standard concentration in the ca

above ML vaiue for each substance multiplied by 1,000.

= Phenol by colorimeiric technigue has a factar of 1.

libration curve is equal to the

Table 20~ FAA | GFAA | , ICP |! ICPMS "SPGFAA- |- H_\ijR[D_E';"'C,\/AA“._‘.;--.COI_-‘OR'-' . DCP"
INORGANICS" = | ST e e R i T i S
Antimony 10 5 50 0.6 5 0.5 1,000
Arsenic 2 10 2 2 1 20 1,000
Beryllium 20 0.5 2 05 1 1,000
Cadmium 10 0.5 10 0.25 0.5 1,000
Chromium (toial) 50 2 10 0.5 1 1,000
Chromium V! 5 10

Coppet 25 5 10 0.5 2 1,000
Cyanide 5

Lead 20 5 5 0.5 2 10,000
Mercury 0.5 0.2 |

Nicke! 50 5 20 1 5 1,000
Selenium 5 10 2 5 1 1,000
Silver 10 1 10 0.25 2 1,000
Thallium 10 2 10 1 5 1,000
Zinc 20 20 1 10 1,000

*  The normal method-specific facior fo
the calibration curve is equal to the a

r these subsiances is 1;
bove ML value for each substance.

therefore, the lowest standard concentration in

Table 2d - PESTICIDES ZPCRs* N o
4 4’-DDD 0.05
4 4'-DDE 0.05
4.4'-DOT 0.01
a-Endosulfan 0.02
alpha-BHC 0.01
Aldrin 0.005
b-Endosulfan 0.01
Beta-BHC 0.005
Chlordane 0.1

| Delta-BHC 0.005
Dieldrin 0.01
Endosulfan Sulfate 0.05
Endrin 0.01
Endrin Aldehyde 0,01
Heptachlor 0.01
Heptachior Epoxide 0.01
Gamma-BHC (Lindane) 0.02
PCB 10186 0.5
PCB 1221 0.5
PCB 1232 0.5
PCRB 1242 0.5
PCB 1248 0.5
PCB 1254 0.5
PCB 12680 0.5
Toxaphene 0.5 J
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* The normal method-specific factor for these substances is 10

0: therefore, the lowest standard concentration

in the calfbration curve is equal to the above ML value for each substance multiplied by 100.

Techniques:
GC - Gas Chromatography

GCMS - Gas Chromatography/Mass Spectrometry
HRGCMS - High Resolution Gas Chromatography/Mas
1625)

LC - High Pressure Liguid Chromatography

FAA - Flame Afomic Absorption

GEAA - Graphite Furnace Atomic Absorption

HYDRIDE - Gaseous Hydride Atomic Absorplion

CVAA - Cold Vapor Atomic Absorption

ICP - Inductively Coupled Plasma

s Spectrometry (i.e., EPA 1613, 1624, or

ICPMS - Inductively Coupled Plasma/Mass Spectrometry
SPGFAA - Stabilized Platform Graphite Furnace Atomic Absorption (i.e., EPA 200.9)

DCP - Direct Current Plasma
COLOR — Colorimetric
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ATTACHMENT | — PRIORITY POLLUTANTS

CTR Parameter CAS Suggested Analytical
Number Number Methods

1 Antimony 7440380 EPA B020/200.8
2 Arsenic 7440382 EPA 1632

3 Beryllium 7440417 EPA 6020/200.8
4 Cadmium 7440439 EPA 1636/200.8
5a Chromium (I11) 16065831 | EPA 6020/200.8
5a Chromium (V1) 18540209 | EPA 7199/1636
B . Copper 7440508 | EPA 6020/200.8
7 Lead 7438921 EPA 1638

8 Mercury 7430876 EFPA 1669/1631
9 Nickel 7440020 EPA 6020/200.8
10 Selenium 7782492 EPA 6020/200.8
11 Silver 7440224 | EPA 6020/200.8
12 Thallium 7440280 EPA 6020/200.8
13 Zinc 7440666 EPA 6020/200.8
14 Cyanide 57125 EPA 9012A

15 Asbestos 1332214 EPA/600/R-93/116(PCM)
16 2,3,7,8-TCDD 1746016 EPA 8290 (HRGC} MS
17 Acrolein 107028 EPA 82608 '
18 Acrylonitrile 107131 EPA 82808

19 Benzene 71432 EPA 8260B

20 Bromoform 75252 EFA 82608

21 Carbon Tetrachloride 56235 EPA 8260B

22 Chlorobenzene 108807 EPA 82608

23 Chlorodibromomethane 1244871 EPA 82608

24 Chloroethane 75003 EPA 82608

25 2-Chioroethylvinyl Ether 110758 EPA 82608

26 Chloroform 67663 EPA 8260B

27 Dichlorobromomethane 75274 EPA 82608

28 1,1-Dichloroethane 75343 EPA 8260B

29 1,2-Dichloroethane 107062 EPA 82608

30 1,1-Dichloroethylene 75354 EPA 8260B

31 1,2-Dichloropropane 78875 EPA 8260B

32 1,3-Dichloropropylene 542756 EPA 8260B

33 Ethylbenzene 100414 EPA 82608

34 Methyl Bromide 74839 EPA 8260B

35 Methy! Chlaride 74873 EPA 82608

36 Methylene Chloride 75092 EPA 8260B

37 1,1,2,2-Tetrachlorogthane 79345 EPA 8260B

38 Tetrachloroethylene 127184 EPA 8260B

39 Toluene 108883 EPA 82608

40 1,2-Trans-Dichloroethylene 156605 EPA 82608

41 1,1,1-Trichloroethane 71556 EPA 82608

42 1,12-Trichloroethane 79005 EPA 8260B

43 Trichlorogthylens 79016 EPA 82808

44 Vinyl Chloride 75014 EPA 8§260B

45 2-Chlorophenol 95578 EPA 8270C

46 2,4-Dichloropheno! 120832 EPA 8270C

47 2,4-Dimethylphencl 105679 EPA 8270C

48 2-Methyi-4,6-Dinifrophenal 534521 EPA 82700
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CTR Parameter CAS Suggested Analytical
Number Number Methods

49 2,4-Dinitrophenol 51285 EPA 8270C
50 2-Nitrophenaol 887565 EPA 8270C
51 4-Nitrophenol 100027 EPA 8270C
52 3-Methyl-4-Chloropheno! 59507 EPA B8270C
53 Pentachlorophenol 27865 EPA 8270C
54 Phenal 108952 EPA 8270C
55 2.4 6-Trichlorophenol 88062 EPA 8270C
56 Acenaphthene 8332¢ EPA 8270C
57 Acenaphthylene 208965 EPA 82700
58 Anthracene 120127 EPA 8270C
59 Benzidine 92875 EPA 8270C
60 Benzo(a)Anthracene 56553 EPA 8270C
61 Benzo(a)Pyrene 50328 EPA 8270C
B2 Benzo{b)Fluoranthens 205892 EPA 8270C
63 Benzo(ghi)Peryviene 191242 EPA 8270C
64 Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 207089 EPA 8270C
65 Bis(2-Chloroethoxy)Methane 111811 EPA 8270C
66 Bis(2-Chloroethy)Ether 111444 EPA 8270C
67 Bis(Z—ChloroisoperylEther 108601 EPA 8270C
68 Bis({2-Ethyihexyl)Phthalate 117817 EPA 8270C
69 A-Bromophenyl Phenyt Ether 101553 EPA 8270C
70 Butylbenzyl Phthalate 85687 EPA 8270C
71 2-Chloronaphthaleng 91587 EPA §270C
72 4-Chlorophenyl Phenyl Ether 7005723 | EPA 8270C
73 Chrysene 218019 EPA 8270C
74 Dibenzo(a,h)Anthracene 53703 EPA B270C
75 1,2-Dichlorohenzene 95501 EPA 82608
76 1,3-Dichlorobenzene 541731 EPA 8260B
77 1 4-Dichlorobenzene 106467 EPA §260B
78 3,3"Dichlorobenzidine 91941 EPA §270C
79 Diethyl Phthalate 84662 EPA 8270C
80 Dimethyl Phthalate 131113 EPA 8270C
81 Di-n-Buty! Phthalate 84742 EPA 8270C
82 2.4-Dinitrotoluene 121142 EPA 8270C
83 2 6-Dinitrotoluene 506202 EPA §270C
B4 Di-n-Octyl Phihalate 117840 EPA §270C
85 171,2-Diphenylhydrazine 122667 EPA 82700
86 Fluoranthene 206440 EPA 8270C
87 Fluorene 86737 EPA 8270C
88 Hexachiorobenzene 118741 EPA 8260B
89 Hexachlorobutadiene 87863 EPA 8260B
80 Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 77474 EPA 8270C
1 Hexachloroethane 67721 EPA 8260B
92 Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 193385 EPA 8270C
83 Isophorone 78591 EPA 8270C
94 Naphthaiene 91203 EPA 8280B
95 Nitrobenzene 98953 EPA 8270C
88 N-Nitrosodimethylamine §27598 EPA 8270C
97 N-Niiroscdi-n-Propylamine 621647 EPA 8270C
88 N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 86306 EPA 8270C
99 Phenanthrene 85018 EPA 8270C
100 Pyrene 128000 EPA §270C
| 101 1,2, 4-Trichlorobenzene 120821 EPA 8260B
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i CTR CAS Suggested Analyfical
Number Parameier Number O Methods |

102 Aldrin 300002 EPA BOB1A
103 aipha-BHC 315846 EPA BDB1A
104 beta-BHGC 319857 EPA 8081A
105 gamma-BHC 58880 EPA BOB1A
106 delta-BHC 319868 EPA 8081A
107 Chlordane 57749 EPA 8081A
108 4 4-DDT 50283 EPA 8081A
109 4,4-DDE 72559 EPA 8081A
110 4 4-DDD 72548 EPA 8081A
111 Dieldrin 60571 EPA 8081A
112 alpha-Endosulfan 959383 EPA 8081A
113 beta-Endosulfan 33213650 | EPA 8081A
114 Endosulfan Sulfate 1031078 EPA 8081A
115 Endrin 72208 ERA 8081A
116 Endrin Aldehyde 7421934 EPA B081A
117 Heptachlor 76448 EPA 8081A
118 Heptachlor Epoxide 1024573 EPA 8081A
119 PCB-1016 12674112 | EPA 8082

120 PCB-1221 11104282 | EPA 8082

121 PCB-1232 11141165 | EPA 8082

122 PCB-1242 . 53469210 | EPA 8082

123 PCB-1248 12672206 | EPA 8082

124 PCB-1254 11097691 | EFA 8082

129 PCB-1260 11006825 | EPA 8082

126 Toxaphene 8001352 | EPA 8081A
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